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PREFACE. 



" The objection soimtimes dd/ocmcedy that the 
Succession was broken in the sixteenth centii/rt/, 
is too weak to require refvioMon!^ — Harington^s 
Ordination Sermons/'* 

Unhappily the Author, when he wrote the above 
paragraph, was unacquainted with the extent of 
human credulity, and the influence of popular 
prejudice. He has been informed that the Na^s 
Head Fable is still believed by many, who there- 
fore deny the fact of the Apostolical Succession in 
the Church of England. He learns, likewise, that 
those who question the unbroken succession of Eng- 
lish BishopSy propagate their opinions with much 
assiduity. He has therefore been induced to 
reprint (with considerable additions) this little 

* Published at the request of the Lord Bishop of Exeter, in 1845. 
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PREFACE. 



treatise, which has already appeared in the British 
Magazine^ in order to elucidate the fact of Arch- 
bishop Parker's Consecration. The Author neither 
has nor claims any merit whatever, save that of 
enabling every class of readers to ascertain facts 
and to peruse arguments in a small compass, which 
are now dispersed throughout various works, not 
always accessible to those who may be anxious 
for information on subjects of such deep interest 
as the one in question. To any reader who may 
complain of brevity, or may require additional 
information, the Author would suggest a careful 
perusal of the works of BramhaU^ (with the Pre- 
face^ Notes, and Appendix of the edition in the 
Library of Anglo-Gaihdic Theology,) of Courayer, 
Mason, and Browne : to them he is chiefly in- 
debted for the subject-matter contained in the 
following pages. 

St. David's, Exetbb. 
September 7, 1846. 



THE SUCCESSION OF BISHOPS 



IN 

THE CHURCH OF ENGLAND UNBROKEN; 

OB, 

3Ci)e IfteaK dPatle refuteK* 



The question as to the " Validity of English 
Ordination^^ is one of vital consequence to every 
member of the Anglican branch of the Church 
Catholic ; it is, therefore, not a matter of wonder 
that any doubt which may be cast on the " succes- 
sion of English Bishops/^ or the ''validity of ordi- 
nation in the Church of England^' should create 
a deep interest in the mind of every member 
of that Church. It may, indeed, excite surprise, 
that, with such advocates as Bramhcdly^ Mason,^ 
WUliams^^ Browne and Cmrayer^^ any doubt 

^ The Consecration and Succession of Protestant Bishops justi- 
fied; and that infamous Fahle of the Ordination at the Nag's 
Head clearly conftUed, 

2 Vindication of the Church of England, <lsc. 

' Succession of Protestant Bishops asserted, 

* The Story of the Ordination of the Nag's Head Tavern 
tJwrougMy examined, 

* A Defence of the Validity of the English Ordinations / — a 
Defence of the Dissertation on the validity, <Scc, 

B 
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should still remain unanswered to the candid in- 
quirer; much more must it create astonishment that 
modem Romanists^ on the one hand, and Dissenters 

^ The following testimonies of eminent Romish writers in favour 
of the validity of English ordination will be read witH interest. 

In the b^inning of the last century, Cudsemius, a learned 
Catholic, having taken a journey into England on purpose to 
examine the truth of the first ordinations made in the beginning 
of the Reformation, and having probably consulted the registers 
— before Mason thought of producing them, — acknowledged, in 
a book written against the Calvinists, that the English had pre- 
served the succession of the Hierarchy in their Church. 

" We find the same confession in many other Catholic writers 
later than he. Peter Walsh, a Franciscan, called, amongst us, 
VaUsius, or de VcUois, expresses himself upon that head in the 
strongest terms, in an advertisement prefixed to his ' History of 
the Irish Remonstrance,' printed in 1664. 'In that place,' 
says that father, * where I seem (pi. 438) somewhat too severe on 
' Matthew Parker, the first Protestant Archbishop of Canterbury 

* under Queen Elizabeth, you must not persuade yourself / do at 

* all reflect upon his ordination,* as if indeed that had been not 
' only uncanonical or unlawfiil, but really void and null, or (as the 
' schoolmen speak) invalid. Were I to deliver my opinion of this 

* matter, or were it to my purpose to speak thereof, I would certain- 

* ly hold myself obliged in conscience, (for any thing I know yet,) to 
' concur with them who dovht not the ordination of Bishops, Priests, 
^ and Deacons in the Protestant Church of England, to he (at least) 
' valid. And yet I have read all whatever hath been to the con- 
' trary objected by the Roman Catholic writers, whether against 

* the matter or form, or want of power in the first consecrators, 
' by reason of their schism and heresy, or of their being deposed 

* " Ordination is used generally to signify what we peculiarly 
call Consecration, as well as the conferring Priest's or Deacon's 
orders."— Dr. Elrington on the Validity of English Ordination* 
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on the other, should still be bold enough to ridicule 
the claim, on the part of the Clergy of the Church 
of England, to Apostolicd succession. Who would 

' formerly fix)m their sees, &c. But I have withal observed no- 
' thing of truth alleged by the objectors, which might in the 

* least persuade any man who is acquainted with the known divi- 

* nity or doctrine of our present schools, (besides what Richardus 
^ArmachantLS long since writ,) and with the annals of our Roman 
' Church ; unless, peradventure, he would turn so frantic at the 

* same as to question even the validity of our own ordination also 

* in the said Roman Church, on pretence, forsooth, either of the 
' form of the Sacrament altered at the pleasure of men, or succes- 

* sion of Bishops interrupted by so many schisms,' &c. 

The same author being informed that some Catholics were 
displeased, because in a letter wrote to the Bishop of Lincoln in 
defence of the Church of Rome, he had called that prelate ^ Bight 
Reverend :' ' For the same end of preventing,* says he, * the 
' offence or admiration of any Roman Catholics where they shall 
' meet the titles of Right, or Most Illustrious, and Most Reve- 
' rend, given by me to the Lord Bishop of Lincoln, I desire them 

* to consider my reasons : — Ist. I had, about twelve years since, 

* (in the Preface to my History of the IrUh Remonstrance,) pub- 

* licly in print acknowledged my own opinion to be, that the 

* Ordination of the Protestant Church of England is valid ; 

* meaning it undoubtedly to be so, according both to the public 
^ doctrines of the Roman Catholic schools themselves, and the 
' ancient rituab of all the Catholic Churches, Latin and Greek ; 

* nay, and to those rituals of all the Oriental heterodox 

* churches too, as Morinus, the learned Oratorian, has recorded 
' them.' 

" Father Davenport, (called Santa Clara,) another writer of the 
same Order, in his opinion upon the 36 th Article of the Church 
of England, passes the same judgment upon those ordinations as 
his brother Peter Walsh ; at least, according to the testimony of 

b2 
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have anticipated that the exploded fable of the 
Na^s Head consecration^ as nullifying the Episcopal 
functions of Archbishop Parker, would have been 

Dr, Prideaux, for I have not seen the book quoted by him. 
But the reputation of Dr. Prideaux is so well established, that he 
may be credited upon so public a fact. 

'Tis upon the same authority that I shall further allege 
another fact, better known, and mentioned by Father Le Quien 
himself in his work. Mr. Gqfe, who had been of the Church of 
England, turning Catholic, was admitted into the Oratory ; and 
there was a talk of making him a Priest. He had already been 
ordained in England, which occasioned a difficulty. The matter 
was proposed to many doctors of the Sorhon, who, after having 
examined it, declared in favour of the 07'dination.* But, that 
affair appearing too important to be left to the decision of a few 
divines, Borne was consulted, which, according to her practice, 
enjoined the ordination, upon account that the doubt still re- 
mained for want of clearly stating the fact.t This is related by 
Dr. Prideaux, who says, that he had it from a celebrated Catholic, 
namely, Obadiah Walker,X who told him so, and to whom that 
fact was very well known, because he was at Paris when that 
affair was transacted. It was therefore at that time the prevail- 
ing opinion of the doctors of the Sorhon, that the ordinations of 
the Engliih were valid ; and why should it be thought extraor- 
dinary that I should think as those learned men did, and main- 
tain an opinion grounded upon evident facts and solid reasons ? 
" But what I am going to say comes nearer our times, and 



* Prideaux's words are, game in their opinion that (mr orders 
were good" 

t Prideaux adds, " yet the Sorhonists still stuck to their opinion 
thai he was a good Priest hy his first ordiruUion.^ — See a note in the 
new edition of BramhalVs Works, voL iii. page 114. 

X Walker was master of University College in Oxford, and 
apostatized to Popery in the reign of James II. 
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adduced, in the middle of the nineteenth century, 
as a prominent argument against the Episcopal mo- 
cession in the Church of England? Or, who would 

is more direct to the point. In 1684 Cardinal Oasanata, of 
known learning and probity, and to whom the practice of Rome, 
about the re-ordination of the English, did not probably appear 
sufficient to determine him, writ to the Bishop of Oastoria, in 
order to know what he thought of those ordinations : ' That 
great Cardinal,' says that Prelate, in a letter of the 21st of 
December 1684, ^ desires to know whether the ordinations of the 

* Bishops of England were valid. He is afraid their ordination 
' does not come from Bishops duly ordained. I believe 'tis for 

* very important reasons that he desires to know of me what the 
' Catholics and Protestants think of that ordination.' That Car- 
dinal, 'tis likely, believed that the Bishop of Castoria being near 
England, and among the Protestants, must be very well informed 
of that matter. But he was mistaken. The Bishop of Castoria 
was perfectly ignorant of those facts, and did upon that subject 
what is done by all those who are ignorant of them j that is, he 
began by denying the validity of those ordinations. It was with 
such a prejudice that he writ at first to Cardinal Oamnata, but 
without giving his thoughts decisively. In the mean time, to 
be better informed, he consulted two learned friends, whom he 
thought might be more acquainted with that matter than he was, 
and who really were so ; and the opinion of both of them was 
contrary to his. The first was Mr. Arnaud, whose learning is 
well known, and to whom the Jesuits themselves do not deny the 
justice of having been one of the most learned writers of his age. 
The other was the celebrated Dr. Snellaerts, at that time Pro- 
fessor of History at Louvain, whose judicious commentary upon 
St. John's Gospel has been newly published. The letter of Mr, 
Amaud to the Bishop of Castoria is dated February 4th, 1615. 
He does not at all hesitate about the fact, and looks upon the 
Lambeth ordination as undeniable, ' My Lord,* says he to that 
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have imagined that the clerical as well as lay 
members of our Church would have been stag- 
Prelate, *I have seen your last letter to Dr. SnellaerU ; but 

* give me leave to tell you, that the fact, viz. that the Bishops in 
' Qtieen Elizabeths time were consecrated hy trtie Bishops, appears 
' to me undeniable, whatever Sanders, and other controversialists, 

* have said to the contrary^ 

" Dr. Snellaerts, who, being Professor of History, had probably 
studied that matter more to the bottom, did also treat it much 
more largely in the letters he writ to the Bishop of Oasloria, 
whose objections gave him occasion to search into that question. 
He observes, in the first place, as Mr. Amaud does, that the fact 
is out of dispute. Afterwards, he confutes at large the objections 
of the Bishop of Castoria, and says, among other things, that the 
testimony of Sanders and the rest, in this present case, is of no 
weight. After having confirmed this at large, he comes to the 
last objection of the Bishop of Castoria, and maintains, that the 
form made use of in King Edward s Ritual contains all that is 
necessary for ordination ; and he does not doubt that such a 
ritual would be sufficient, if it was used by the Catholic Church. 
This is a decision of the whole question ; since a ritual which 
is sufficient in the Catholic Church may be sufficient in any other. 

" 'Tis no surprising thing that, in imitation of those learned 
men, the illustrious Mr. Bossuet, Bishop of Meaux, should have 
acknowledged the validity of the English ordinations, as it appears 
by his letter to Father MabUlon. 

" But this is not all. Mr. Bossuet did not only acknowledge 
then the validity of the English ordinations, but also 7iever 
changed his opinion upon that head. I will give you two new 
proofe of it, above all cavil. In 1699 the late Mr. Marcell, 
Curate of St. Jaques du HavJt-Fas, at Paris, in company with a 
Priest of the Oratory, now Chantor of the church of Montferrand, 
making a visit to the Bishop of Meaux, and the conversation 
falling upon the Church of England, that Prelate fetching a great 
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gered by this Roman forgery? Yet so it is; and, 
therefore, a brief review of the controversy may 
be interesting. 

sigh^ told them, tliat ' if Qod would give the English grace to 
' renounce their errors and their schism, their clergy would want 
' only to be reconciled to the Church, and rehabilitated and he 
added, that he < had said as much before the King.' 

" But here is a stronger one still. The R. P. de BiberoUee, 
who before he was Abbot of St, Genemeve, and Superior-General 
of his Congregation, lived a long time with Mr. Bossuet as 
superior of his seminary, and had his entire confidence a great 
many years, while he was continually about him, certifies by a 
declaration, which shall be inserted in the Appendix, that he had 
the honour to hear that Prelate firequently say, that if the Epi- 
scopal Succession in England under the government of Cromwell 
was well proved, — which he had not sufficiently examined, — 
there was no difficulty ahovl the validity of the English ordina- 
tions, and that their Bishops and Priests were as truly ordained 
as ours. These two declarations, much later than the history of 
the Variations, and the advice given to Mr. Le Grand, shew that 
the Bishop oiMeaux did always persist in the same opinion 
which he entertained when he writ to Father MaJbiUon, — that he 
had no difficulty about the ordinations in the time of Queen EHza- 
heth ; and, what is more essential, that, notwithstanding the 
pretended suppression of the Sacrifice and Priesthood among the 
English, he always looked upon King Edward* s Ritual as con- 
taining whatever is necessary and sufficient for the validity of 
ordination, since he had no diffi^mUy about the ordinations made 
in the time of Edward and Elizabeth** — Courayer's Defence of the 
Dissertation on the Validity of the English Ordinations; Pri- 
deaux's Validity of the Orders of the Church of England; and 
Williams's Successimi of Protestant Bishops asserted. — See also 
note, page 114 of the third volume of BrarnhalVs Works, in the 
Zihrary of Anglo-Catholic Theology. 
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The *Welation" as given by Popish writers — viz. 
Sanders, Le Quien^ Constable^ Sacrobosco, Fitz- 
Simon^ Wadsworth^ Kellison^ &c., may be given 
in the words of Champney. His statement in 
his Treatise m the Vocation of Bishops^ is as 
follows: — In the beginning of Queen Elizabeth's 
reign, the Catholic Bishops being deprived and 
committed to prison, others were to be made and 
placed in their sees. They who were nominated 
and elected to that dignity met by appointment 
in London, at an inn, at the sign of the Nag's 
Heady in the street called Cheapside. Thither also 
came, upon invitation, the Bishop of Landaff^ very 
ancient and decrepit, and a weak and timorous 
man. By him the new candidates expected to be 
ordained ; which Bonner^ Bishop of London, then 
in prison for religion, having some intimation of, 
threatened Landaff with excommunication if he 
ordained them. He, being frightened with this 
message, and being also possibly touched with the 
checks and pricks of his own conscience, drew 
back, and, pretending that his eyes were too weak, 
refused to lay hands upon them. The expectants, 
therefore, being disappointed of what they hoped 
for, and looking upon it as his putting a trick 
and abuse upon them, began to load the old man 
with reproaches, whom before they had treated 
with great honour and respect, some of them say- 
ing, 'This doting old fool thinks we shall not 
be bishops, unless we be greased f ridiculing both 
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the ancient Bishop and the Catholic ceremony of 
Consecration. But being thus disappointed of a 
consecrator, they were forced to . take new mea- 
sures, and addressed themselves to Scory^ an apo- 
state monk, (who, under Edward VI., had, without 
any consecration, unlawfully possessed himself of 
a bishopric,) to be ordained by him. He, who 
with his religious habit had laid aside his con- 
science, soon did the business, making use of 
this ceremony: — They all kneeling before him, 
he laid the Bible upon each of their heads, and 
said, 'Take thou authority to preach the word of 
God sincerely f and so they rose up all bishops. 
This whole relation I had, more than once, from 
the mouth of a reverend priest, Mr. Thomas 
Bluett^ 2L very grave, learned, and prudent man, 
who said he heard it from Mr. Neak^ a person 
of great reputation and learning, formerly Pro- 
fessor of the Hebrew tongue in the University 
of Oxford, and who, at the time when all this 
was done, was an inmate of Bonner the Bishop 
of London's family, who sent him to the Bishop 
of Landqffl to require him under pain of excom- 
munication not to proceed in that sacrilegious 
consecration, and, besides, to see what was done 
there; so that he was an eye-witness of what 
was done. And of the truth of this relation, 
there are at this day as many witnesses as are 
alive of the priests, who were prisoners with Bluett 
in the castle of Wisbich; in which place also I 
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had it from him. (See Champnejfs Latin and Eng- 
lish Treatises.) 

Here the reader has a view of the whole 
legend from the first groundwork of it in San- 
ders^ till it came to its full height and propor- 
tion in FitZ'Simm and Champney? From the 
narrative of the latter, Le Quien^ takes the rela- 
tion (as he calls it) of his Catholic writers; as, 
half a century before him, the author of the 
Treatise of Catholic Faith and Heresy takes his 
account from Champney. (See Browne on tlie Nag's 
Head Fahle^ ch. 1.) Fitz-SimorCs version, where 
it differs from Champney" s^ is as follows: — "They 
make choice of Scory^ an apostate monk. He 

7 See BramhdWs Works in the Library of Anglo-Catholic Tlieo- 
hgyy voL iii. page 39, note. 

8 The value of Le QuierCs assertions may be learnt from the 
following extract : 

Of all the testimonies that have been produced in favour of 
the story of the Tavern, none has been insisted on with greater 
ostentation than that of the Lord Audley, and afforded a more 
chimerical triumph. The reader will see whether it be with 

reason and success 

" To set the matter at rest, the following protest of 

Bishop Morton^ inserted in his will by way of codicil, was read 
publicly in the church at the end of his funeral sermon, and 
published by Dr. Barwkh with the funeral sermon, and an his- 
torical account of that Bishop's life : — ' I do therefore solemnly 

* profess in the presence of Almighty God, that, by His grace pre- 

* venting and assisting me, 1 have always lived, and purpose to 
' die, in the true Catholic faith, wherein I was baptised, <fec. .... 
' . . . If I had not believed upon sufficient evidence that the 
' succession of bishops in the Church of England had been legally 
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bids them all fall down upon their knees; then, 
taking Parker by the hand, he says, ' Up ! rise 
Lord Bishop of Canterbmy and again, in like 
manner, to GrinddU ' Up ! rise Lcyrd Bishop of 
London;'' and so to Hom^ *Up! rise Lord Bishop 
of Winchester;^ and then to SandSy ^Upl rise 
Lord Bishop of Worcester;^ and so to the rest." 
Any one who compares the account of the Irish 
Jesuit with that of the Doctor of the Sorbonne, 
must at once see that they differ in that which 
is of the greatest importance in an ordination, 
viz. the two essential parts of it, the matter and 
the form. Such, however, is the version of the 
Papists. 

* derived from the Apostles, I had never entered into that high 
' calling, much less continued in it thus long. And therefore I 

* must here expressly vindicate myself from a most notorious un- 

* truth which is cast upon me by a late Romish writer {Le Quien), 

* that I should publicly in the House of Peers, the beginning of the 
' last parliament, assent to that abominable fiction which some 
' Romanists have devised concerning the consecrating Matthew 
' Parker, at the Nag's Head tavern, to be Archbishop of Canter- 
' bury. For I do here solemnly profess that I have always 

* believed that fable to proceed from the Father of lies, aa the 

* public records still extant do evidently justify ; nor do I re- 

* member that ever I heard it mentioned in that or any other 
' parliament that ever I sat in,* &c. ' Thom. Dubesme.' 

' Sealed, published, and declared, this 15th day of April 1658, 

* in the presence of Thom, Sanders jun., John Banvick cler., 

* Jos. Draper cler., R, Gray, Evan Davies' " 

— Courayer* s Dissertation and Defence. 
See also * The Attestation of tlte Bishop of Durham,' in Courayer's 
Defence, &c. page 367. 
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The account of Archbishop Parker^s consecra- 
tion, as recorded by historians of the Church of 
England, may be given in the words of Le Neve,^ 
Cmrayer^^ and Camden} Cardinal Pole surviving 
Queen Mary but a few hours, (November 1558,) 
" Queen Elizabeth, at her coming to the crown, 
found the archbishopric of Canterbury at her dis- 
posal, — a post of great consequence with respect 
to the situation in which she found the Church 
* of England ; nor could she think of a man more 
proper to fill that see than Matthew Parker. 
This Doctor had very reputably filled several sta- 
tions in the reigns of Henry VIIT. and Edward 
VI.; but, being despoiled of all his dignities in 
the time of Queen Mary, he led a private life, 
and shut himself up amongst his books for study 
and reflection. As soon as Elizabeth ascended 
the throne, he was recalled to court, and em- 
ployed in the Reformation ; for she thought Parker 
a fit person to further her designs. She had, 
moreover, her eyes upon him to raise him to the 
see of Canterbury; so that, after finishing the 
first measures which she was obliged to take at 
the beginning of her reign, she hastened a cmg^ 
d'eslire to the Chapter of Canterbury on the 
18th of July 1559." The Chapter did on the 
1st day of August choose Matthew Parker for 

9 Lives of all the Protestant Bishops, voL i. page 10. 
1^ Defence, dec. chap. ii. page 26. 
1 History of Mizabeth, An. 1559. 
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their archbishop, and certified this election to the 
Qmen^ which she confirmed by her letters patent. 
(See Bymer's Records.) Having done this, on the 
9th of September she directed a commission to 
six Bishops for the consecration and confirmation 
of Pa/rker, This commission was never executed; 
and, consequently, the Queen, on the 6th of De- 
cember, caused another commission to be directed 
to seven Bishops, requiring that all, or at least 
four of them, should proceed to the consecration 
and confirmation of Parker. The consecration 
was delayed for some days, but, in fine, it was 
performed on Sunday the 17th of December 
1559, at Lambeth^ by the same Bishops who, on 
the 9th, had confirmed the election. The instru- 
ment is to be found in several eminent historians ; 
{BramhaUy page 1051; Burnet^ vol. i. Appendix; 
Courayer^ Appendix.) By this- record we may 
plainly see that the ordinal of Edward the Sixth 
was exactly observed : for, first, " they began with 
the morning prayers; after which the Bishop of 
Hereford preached a sermon before the ceremony 
began; then Parker was presented to Barlow, and 
when he had taken the oaths to the Queen, and 
the prayers prescribed in the n£W ordinal had 
been made use of, they laid their hands on him, 

2 Peter Francis Courayer, the author of A Defence of the 
Validity of the English Ordinations^ and of the Succession of 
Bishops in the Church of Englandy was a learned divine of the 
Church of Rome, and librarian of the Abbey of St, Genevieve. 
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saying in English, * Take tlie Holy Glmt^ and re- 
^member that thou stir up the Grace of God which 
* is in thee hy imposition of hands^\ &c. Tbey after- 
wards delivered the Bible into his hands ; and, having 
partaken of the Lord's Supper together, the cere- 
mony ended."' The original acts are still pre- 
served in the Registers of Canterbv/ry and in 
Corpus Christi College Library at Cambridge^ to 
which college Parker belonged; and we may per- 
ceive that the whole account agrees with the pub- 
lic Records which are in RymeT^s Collection^ as 
well as with those in the Registers of Canterbury^ 
against which nothing ought to be objected with- 
out valid reasons. (See Courayer's Defence^ Cam- 
deris History of Elizabeth^ and Strype's Life of 
Matthew Parker.) 

"Such (to quote the language of Bramhall) is 
the controversy between the Romanists and our- 
selves. They say that Archbishop Parker and the 
rest of the Protestant Bishops, in the beginning of 
Queen Elizabeth^s reign, or, at the least, sundry of 
them, were consecrated at the Nag^s Head in Cheap- 
side together, by Bishop Scory alone, or by him and 
Bishop Barlow jointly, without sermon, without 
Sacrament, without any solemnity, in the year 1559, 
(but they know not what day, nor before what 
public Notaries,) by a new fantastic form. And all 
this they say, upon the supposed voluntary report 
of Mr. Neale^ (a single malicious spy), in private to 
his own party, long after the business pretended to 
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be done. We say that Archbishop Parker was 
consecrated aloney at Lambeth, in the Church, by 
fow^ Bishops, auAorized thereto by commission 
under the Great Seal of England, with sermon, 
with Sacrament,, with all due solemnities, upon 
the 17th day of December 1559, before four of 
the most eminent public Notaries in England, and 
particularly the same public Notary who was prin- 
cipal actuary both at Cardinal Pole's consecration 
and Archbishop Parker's ; * and that all the rest of 
the Bishops were consecrated at other times, some 
in the same month, but not upon the same day; 
some in the same year, but not in the same month ; 
and some the year following. And, to prove the 
truth of our relation and the falsehood of theirs, 
we produce the Register of the see of Canterbury, as 
authentic as the world hath any ; the Registers of 
the other fourteen sees then vacant, all as carefully 
kept by sworn officers as the records of the Vatican 
itself We produce all the commissions under the 
Privy Seal and Great Seal of England. We pro- 
duce the roUs or records of the Chancery; and, if 
the records of the Signet Office had not been un- 
fortunately burned in King James' time, it might 



* Will, Barlow, John Scory, MiL Cover dale, and John Hodghins, 

* " It is remarkable that the four Notaries who attested Cardi- 
nal PoUs consecration signed also the act of consecration of 
Parker ; the comparison of their hand-writing affords a decisive 
proof of the authenticity of the act." — Dr. EIrington's Validity 
of English Ordination, Bramhall, p. 455. 
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have been verified by those also. We produce an 
act of Parliament express in the point, within seven 
years after the consecration. We produce all the 
controverted consecrations published to the world in 
print anno 1572, three years before Archbishop 
Parker's death, whilst all things were fresh in men's 
memories." 

The first reason* to be adduced against this 
ridiculous fable is taken from the palpable con- 
tradictions and gross absurdities and defects of those 
Roman Catholic writers who have related this silly 
tale; who, in fact, agree in nothing but in their 
common malice against the Church of England. 
The only semblance of agreement is respecting the 
consecrator ; yet, even in this, they disagree one from 
another. The common opinion is, that Scori/ alone 
consecrated them. But Mr. Constable^^ one of their 
principal authors, supposes that Bishop Barlow 
might have joined Scory in the consecration. And 
Sanders^ whose pen was ready enough, and whose 
malice was undoubted, and who, moreover, was 
perfectly cognizant of the affairs of that particular 
period, leaves it doubtful, when^ or where, or by 

^ The following arguments, which are chiefly expressed in the 
language of the authors themselves, may be seen more at large in 
Bramhall's Consecration of Protestant Bishops vindicated, pages 
435 — 458 ; Courayer's Defence and Dissertation; and Browne On 
the I^ag's Head Controversy. 

6 MS. An Answer to a Qtiestion about the Vocation and Con- 
secration of the English Bishops. 

7 History of the English Schisms, 
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whom they were consecrated. But they disagree 
much more among themselves, who they should be 
who were co7isecratfid. First, Mr. Wadsworth does 
not say that any of our Bishops were actually 
consecrated there, but only that there was an 
attempt to consec^^ate the first of them, viz. Arch- 
bishop Parker. But that which destroys the credit 
of this fiction is this, that Parker was not personally 
present at his confirmation^ in Bow Church on the 
9th of December, or at his confirmation dinner at 
the Nag's Head Tavern^ (which gave occasion to the 
story,) ^ but was confirmed by his proctor, Ih\ 



8 That Parker was confirmed by proocy, see the record of his 
confirmation, &c., with ih.Q Notes, in the new edition of BramhaJiCs 
Works, vol. iii. p. 175. 

9 Thus writes Dr. Lingard in a note in the last edition of his 
History of England. "I ought, perhaps, to mention a story 
which was once the subject of acrimonious controversy between 
the divines of the two communions. It was said that Kitchen and 
Scorey, with Parker and the other Bishops elect, met in a tavern 
called the Nag's Head, in Oheapside ; that Kitchen, on account 
ot SL prohibition from Bonner, refused to consecrate them, and 
that Scorey, therefore, ordering them to kneel down, placed the 
Bible on the head of each, and told him to rise up bishop/' 
Of this tale, concerning which so much has been written, I can 
find no trace in any author or document of the reign of Eliza- 
beth. It is not improbable that the Commissioners, having con- 
firmed the election, dined together at the Nag's Head, the inn 
chiefly frequented by the clergy at that period j and that this 
circumstance may have given rise to the story. Vol. vii. page 
380, edit. 1844. 

C 
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Nicholas Bidlingham}^ A man may be confirmed 
by proxy, but cannot be consecrated by proxy. If, 
therefore, there was an attempt to consecrate any 
one at the Nag's Heady it must have been Dr. 

10 The following extract from Archbishop Bramhall will tend 
to elucidate the subject before us : — 

" When any Bishop's see becometh void, there issueth a writ 
out of the Exchequer to seize the temporalities into the King's 
hand, as being the ancient and well-known patron of the Eng- 
lish Church ; leaving the spiritualities to the Archbishop, or to the 
Dean and Chapter, according to the custom of the place. 

" Next, the King granteth his conge d'eslire, or his licence to 
choose a Bishop, to the Dean and Chapter. Upon the receipt of 
this licence the Dean and Chapter, within a certain number of 
days, choose a Bishop, and certify their election to the King, 
under the common seal of the Chapter. 

" Upon the return of this certificate, the King granteth out a 
commission, under the Great Seal of England, to the Archbishop, 
or, in the vacancy of the archbishopric, to so many Bishops, to 
examine the election ; and, if they find it fairly made, to confirm 
it, and after confirmation to proceed to the consecration of the 
person elected, according to the form prescribed by the Church of 
England. This commission or mandate must pass both through 
the Signet Office and Chancery, and be attested by the clerks of 
both those offices, and signed by the Lord Chancellor and Lord 
Privy Seal, and be enrolled. So as it is morally impossible there 
should be any forgery in it. 

" Upon the receipt of this mandate, the Bishops who are 
authorised by the King do meet first at Bow's Church in Lon- 
don, where, with the assistance of the chief ecclesiastical Judges 
of the realm, the Dean of the Arches, the Judges of the Preroga- 
tive and Audience, with their Registers to actuate what is done, 
they do solemnly in form of law confirm the election. Which 
being done, and it being late before it be done, the Commissioners 
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Nicholas Bidlingham ; it could not have been Arch- 
bishop Parker. Others say, that there was more 
than an attempt ; that one or more were actually 
consecrated there; but they name none. Other 

and Judges were and are sometimes invited to the I^ag's Head, 
to a dinner, as being very near Bow's Church, and in those days 
the only place of note. This meeting led Mr. Neale, (a man 
altogether unacquainted with such forms,) into this fools' para- 
dise ; first, to suspect, and upon suspicion to conclude, that they 
were about an ordination there ; and, lastly, to broach his brain- 
sick conceits in comers, and, finding them to be greedily swal- 
lowed by such as wished them true, to assert his own drowsy sus- 
picion for a real truth. But the mischief is, that Dr. Parker, who 
was to be consecrated, was not present in person, but by his proxy. 

After the confirmation is done, commonly about three or 
four days, (but, as it happened in Archbishop Parker's case, 
nine days,) the Commissioners proceed to the consecration — for 
the most part, out of their respect for the Archbishop, in the 
chapel at Lambeth ; with sermon, Sacrament, and all solemnity 
requisite according to the form prescribed by the Church of Eng- 
land ; in the presence of public Notaries or sworn officers, who 
reduce everything that is done, with all the circumstances, into 
acts, and enter them into the register of the see of Canterbury ; 
where they are carefully kept by the principal officer in a public 
office, as records ; where every one who desireth, may view them 
from time to time, and have a copy of them if he please. And 
it is to be noted, that at any consecration, especially of an Arch- 
bishop, great numbers of principal courtiers and citizens are 
present ; so as it is no more possible to counterfeit such a conse- 
cration than to walk invisible upon the Exchange at noonday. 

" After the consecration is done, the person consecrated is not 
presently admitted to his bishopric. First, the Archbishop 
maketh his certificate of the consecration, with all the circum- 
stances of it, under his archiepiscopal seal ; thereupon the King 
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writers name some, but they accord not in their 
enumeration. Some say Jewels Sands^ Horn^ Grin^ 
doll, but not Parker ; others give the names of 
Parker^ Grinddl^ Horrij and Sands. Lastly, other 
writers say that all who were appointed to the va- 
cant Bishoprics were consecrated there, and enumerate 
fifteen. These writers speak indefinitely — Parker^ 
and his feUows but they seem to extend this word 
^'fellows*'' as far as Champney, viz. to fifteen; for 
they tell us that "they all kneeled down before 
him, and he laid the Bible upon every one of their 

taketh the new Bishop's oath of fealty, and commands that he be 
put into the actual possession of his bishopric ; then he is in- 
throned ; and at his inthronization his ordination is publicly 
read ; then he enjoy eth his spiritualities ; then issueth a writ 
out of the Exchequer to the sheriff to restore him to the tem- 
poralities of his bishopric. This custom is so ancient, so certain, 
so general, that no Englbhman can speak against it. 

" Here we see evidently how all things do pursue one another, 
and what a necessary and essential connection there is between 
them. So as the stealing of an election, or the stealing of a con- 
secration, can get no man a bishopric ; as Mr. Neale dreamed. 
He that would advantage himself that way, must felsify all the 
records, both ecclesiastical and civil. He must falsify the records 
of the Chancery, of the Signet Office, of the Exchequer, of the 
Registries, of the Bishop, of the Dean and Chapter. He must 
counterfeit the hands and seals of the King, of the Archbishop, 
of the Lord Chancellor, the Lord Privy Seal, of the Clerks and 
public Notaries ; which is not imaginable. If Mr. Neale, who first 
devised this drowsy dream, (or somebody for him,) had had more 
experience of our English laws and customs, he would have feign- 
ed a more probable tale, or have held his peace for ever." — Arch- 
bishop Bramhall's Consecration of Protestant Bishops vindicated. 
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heads or shoulders.'' Again, the time is a principal 
circumstance in all consecrations ^ and is invariably 
most punctually recorded by the Actuaries or public 
Notaries. But in this fabulous relation the time is 
concealed. It would seem that the inventor was 
no good actuary, and either did not know how 
material that circumstance was, or had forgotten it. 
Dr. Chiimpney alone tells us that it was before the 
9th of September 1559. But this is not precise 
enough for an Act ; and, moreover, it is most ap- 
parently false and impossible. For, whereas there 
are two commissions under the Great Seal of 
England, for the confirmation and consecration of 
Archbishop Parker, both recorded in the Rolls, — 
the one which was not^ executed, the other which 
was ; the former dated this very ninth day of Sep- 
tember^ and the other, which was executed, dated 
the succeeding siwth day of December^ — it follows, 
that if Dr. Cliampney said true. Archbishop Parker 
was consecrated before he was confirmed ; nay, more, 
before there was any commission issued, either for 
his consecration or confirmation. Moreover, every 
consecration must be performed before one or more 
public Notaries; and Notaries enough of great 
eminence are proved to have been present at Arch- 
bishop ParA:^'^* consecration at Lambeth. Now 
what Notary recorded the Nag^s Head con- 
secration ? Who drew it up into acts ? Who cer- 
tified it ? Nobody ! Because the silly inventor did 



* See Brafnhairs Works, vol. iii. note, page 73, new edition. 
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not understand what things were necessary for a 
consecration. 

A second reason against this senseless fable is, the 
late discovery of it to the worlds and its long conceal- 
ment before the inventors had the presumption 
to publish it. Can any man in his right senses 
imagine that the Nag's Head consecration happened 
in the year 1559, and, if the Popish writers say 
truly, was notoriously knoivn to all the world ; and 
that it should never once have been published, or 
even hinted at, or almost a whole age after the 
supposed transaction — that is, till the year 1600? 
We can appeal to the Romanists themselves, 
whether it be credible that this story should be " no- 
toriously known to all the world " in the beginning 
of Queen Elizabeth's reign,^ and yet neither Staple- 
ton, nor Harding, nor Bristow, nor Alan, nor Hey- 
nolds, nor Parsons, nor any one of the Roman 
Catholic writers, should so much as allude to it for 
forty years ensuing ? 

A third reason against this ridiculous libel is, the 

^ It may be remarked, as showing the absurdity of such a 
supposition, that, " for the first ten years of Queen Elizabeth, a 
great part of the Roman Catholic laity came frequently to 
church. This Sir Edward Coke declared in his charge at Nor- 
wich assises, and in his speech against Garnet and other con- 
spirators, in the Powder Plot. And this he affirmed upon hb 
own certain knowledge, and gare an instance in Beddenfield, 
Comwallis, and sereral others of the Roman Catholic persuasion. 
And, to fortify Coke's evidence, the same thing is averred by the 
Queen herself, in her instructions to Sir Francis Walsingham ; 
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strictness of our laws^ which allow no man to con- 
secrate, or be consecrated, but in a sacred phce^ 
with due matter and form^ and all the rites and 
ceremonies prescribed by the Church of England. 
No man can be consecrated by fewer than four 
Bishops, or three at the least, and that after the elec- 
tion of the Dean and Chapter has been duly confirmed, 
and upon the mandate or commission of the King 
under the Great Seal of England, under the pain 
of a prcBmunire — ^that is, the forfeiture of lands, 
and goods, and livings, and liberty and protection.* 
They allow not consecration in a tavern, without 
due matter and form, without the ceremonies and 
solemnity prescribed by the Church, without elec- 
tion, without confirmation, without letters-patent, 
by one single Bishop, or rather, by no Bishop at all, 
as they feign to have been the case in the Nags 
Head consecration ! 

Again, a fomth reason is, that there was no need 
of all this illegality. There could be no necessity 
why they should have a clandestine consecration, 
without a Register or public Notary, when there 



here, with reference to the principal persons of that party, it is 
expressly af&rmed that they ^ did ordinarily resort, from the he- 
' ginning of her reign, in all open places to the churches, and to 
* divine services in the church, vdthout contradiction, or show of 
' misliking' " — See Collier s EccL Hist, a7i, 1559. 

Heylyn also says, that " the learned amongst the Papists con- 
formed to it, (the new service,) and that it differed little from 
what it was before." ' 25 Hen. VIII. c. 20. sec. 7. 
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were abundance at hand, out of the Courts of 
Arches^ and the Audience, and Prerogative. There 
was no necessity why they should anticipate the 
Queen! s letters-patent for their consecratiouy by whose 
commission they had been elected, and of the ac- 
complishment whereof in due time they could not 
doubt. There could exist no reason why they should 
select a common tavern for the place of their con- 
secration, when the keys of all the churches in the 
province were at their command. Lastly, there 
could be no necessity why they should desert the form 
of consecration prescribed by law, which was agree- 
able alike to their judgments, to their desires, and 
to their duties ; and should omit the essentials of 
consecration, both matter and form, which they 
knew well enough, and be consecrated by a new 
fantastic form! The only necessity that can be 
pretended is the want of a competent number of 
Bishops ; and, to answer this objection, we bring no 
vain rumours, no uncertain conjectures, but the 
evident and authentic testimony of the Great Seal 
of England, affixed to the Queen's letters-patent, for 
authorizing the consecration and confirmation of 
Matthew Parker, dated the sixth of December 
1559, directed to seven Protestant Bishops — viz. 
Anthony Kitchen, Bishop of Landaff; William Bar- 
low, sometime Bishop of Bath and Wells and then 
elect of Chichester ; John Scory, Bishop (elect) of 
Hereford, and formerly Bishop of Chichester ; MUes 
Coverdale, sometime Bishop of Exeter ; Richard 
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(or John) de Bedford and John de Thetfordy Suf- 
fragan Bishops ; and John Bale, Bishop of Ossory. 

A Jifth reason, in proof of the falsity of the story 
in question, is derived from the diametrical oppo- 
sition between this fabulous relation of the Nag^s 
Head consecration, and all the Records of Englafid, 
both ecclesiastical and civil. First, As to the time. 
The Romanists say that this consecration was before 
the ninth of September 1559 : but it is apparent, 
by all the Records of the Chancery, that all the 
distinct letters-patent, or commissions, for their 
respective confirmations and consecrations, where- 
upon they were consecrated, were issued long 
after; — viz. Archbishop Parker'' s letters- patent, 
which were the first, upon the sia;th day of Decern- 
ber following ; next, the commissions for GrindaU^ 
Cox^ and Sands^ who were consecrated together 
21st of December 1559 ; then for BvUingham^ 
Jewel^ and Davies, who were consecrated 21st of 
January 1560; then for Bentham and Bar clay ^ 
who were consecrated 24th of March 1560; and, 
in the year following, for Homy consecrated 16th 
of February 1560 ; Alley, consecrated 14th of 
July 1560; Scambler^ consecrated 16th of Febru- 
ary 1660 ; and Pilkington, consecrated 2nd of 
March 1560. Copies of these commissions are 
to be seen recorded verbatim^^ both in the rolls of 

4 See Records and Instruments in Courayer's Defence, Appen- 
dix; and the Table of Consecrations and Confirmations, a.d. 1559 
— 1561, vol. iii. of BramhdlVs Works, in the Library of Anglo- 
Catholic Theology. 
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the Archbishop's Register, and in the rolls of the 
Chancery. To what end were all these letters- 
patent to authorize so many confirmations and 
consecrations, if the consecrations had been effect- 
ed long before? No man's dectimi can be con- 
firmed in England but by the King's letters-patent; 
therefore the letters-patent must precede the con- 
firmation and consecration — not follow, after a 
period of three, six, or even twelve months. 

And as by the records of the Chancery ^ so also by 
aJl the ecclesiastical records^ is the story proved to 
be fabulous. First, by the records of their several 
and distinct confirmations^ which followed their 
commissions in due order ; next, by those of their 
several and distinct consecrations^ which duly follow- 
ed their confirmations. The authentic records, 
both of these confirmations and consecrations, may 
be seen in the registry of the Archbishop of Can- 
terbury. One forgery will not suflSce ; either all 
these records are forged, or the Nag's Head story is 
a silly senseless fable. Lastly, after the consecra- 
tion, follows the installation^ or enthronization, the 
record of which is to be found in the register of 
the Dean and Chapter of Canterbury; and the 
restitution of the new Bishop to his temporalities 
by virtue of the King's writ, mentioning the con- 
firmation and oath of fealty to the King, as being 
temporal things. Now, how duly, according to 
these instruments, does one act follow another in 
regular succession. Archbishop Parker's commission 
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issued December 6th; his cmfirmation followed 
December 9th ; his consecration, December 17th ; 
his enthronization, immediately afterwards ; and the 
restitution to his temporalities^ the (twenty^ )-first of 
March ensuing — that is, at the latter end of the 
very next term. But, by their relation, the con- 
secration was long be/ore the election was confirmed^ 
which cannot be : the letters-patent to license the con- 
firmation and consecration were issued three months 
after the consecration had been effected, which is 
incredible : as for the confirmation, Mr. Neale, the 
inventor of the story, knew not what it was : the 
installation followed, three months after the con- 
secration ; and the restitution to the temporalities, 
six months^ subsequently; — all of which is out of 
the pale of probability. So far as regards the time. 

And now as to the place. The story propagated 
by the Romanists says, that the elected Bishops 
were consecrated at the Nag*s Head Tavern. All 
the ecclesiastical records say that they were con- 
secrated at Lambeth. The King's commission en- 
joins a legal consecration, according to the form 
prescribed by law; such a legal consecration ours 
at Lambeth was; such a legal consecration theirs 
at the Nafs Head was not; neither as to the 
place, nor the rites, nor the essentials of consecra- 
tion. And, without good assurance that the con- 
secration was legal, neither the person consecrated 

* See note in the new edition of BramhcdVs Works (1844), in 
the Library of Anglo- GcUholic Theology, vol. iii. p. 69. 
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could have been enthroned, nor made his oath 
of fidelity to the King, nor have been restored 
to his temporalities; and yet Archbishop Parker 
was enthroned, did take the oath of fidelity, was 
restored to his temporalities, or, in other words, 
his consecration was legally performed at Lambeth — 
not iUegaUy at the Nag's Head. 

Then, again, as regards the consecrator. The 
fabulous relation feigns that there was one conse- 
crator, or at the most two. The authentic records 
of the Church of England testify that there were 
four consecrators ; the letters-patent require that 
there should be four consecrators, and, without an 
authentic certificate that there had been four, the 
King's writ of restitution would not have been issued. 
The Romanists feign that they imposed hands 
mutually, Scory upon them, and they upon Scory ; 
the Records testify that Scory was solemnly con- 
secrated Bishop of Rochester, in Ki7ig EdwarcTs 
time, the 13th (30th)^ day of August 1551, by the 
Archbishop of Canterhwry, the Bishop of London, 
and the Suffragan Bishop of Bedford, and there- 
fore did not require re-consecration at the Nag's 
Head. 

Lastly, as to the persons consecrated. Some 
writers feign that all the elected Bishops, and 
others say that many of them, were consecrated 
together at one time with Archbishop Parker. 
But all the records, both civil and ecclesiastical, 



• See W)ie, ibid. p. 70. 
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testify the contrary; — that they had several com- 
missions, several confirmations, several consecra- 
tions, upon several days, in several months, in seve- 
ral years, and had several consecrators, as appears 
clearly, not only by the authentic Records of the 
see of Canterbury, but also by the Records of the 
Chancery, and particularly by the several commis- 
sions directed expressly to Archbishop Parker, aa 
a Bishop actually consecrated, for the consecra- 
tion of all the rest; the first three of which com- 
missions or letters-patent bear date the 18th of 
December 1559 — (that is, the very next day after 
Archbishop Parker's consecration) — for the con- 
firmation and consecration of Grindall^ Cox, and 
Sands, three of those elected Bishops. If any 
doubt exists as to these letters-patent, they may 
be examined both in the Archbishop's Registry, 
and in the Rolls. If these Bishops were con- 
firmed and consecrated by Archbishop Parker^ then 
they were not consecrated together with him, as is 
aflfirmed in the Nag's Head relation ; and with 
this their subsequent installations and restitutions 
exactly agree. Either, we repeat, all the records 
in England connected with these consecrations 
must be false, or the silly fable of the Nag's 
Head is a lying forgery,^ 

7 " These records, as well as the Act of Consecration^ are all 
inconsistent with the Head story ; and, if that be true, they 
must all have been forged. Yet further : — In the Registry of the 
Metropolitan Chapter of Oanterhury the vacancy of that see is 
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But not only do the Records of England refiUe 
the Nag's Head story, but the same Records con- 
firm and establish our relation. We say, first, 
that, the see of Canterbury being void by the 

noticed from November 1558, when Pole died, until the 8th of 
December 1559, in the several commissions to the officers of the 
province and diocese of Canterbury ; the inhibitions on account 
of visitations, the probates of wills, the administrations to the 
goods of persons djing intestate, the vacancies of the different 
sees in that province which happened during that period, the 
commissions to Vicars-General ; the institutions to ecclesiastical 
benefices, and entries of collations by the Queen to ecclesiastical 
benefices in the vacant dioceses ; forming a long train of legal 
acts, and occupying 106 leaves in the Registry ; and amongst 
these we must have another set of forgeries, and that of entries 
affecting the property of individuals, and legal rights of various 
kinds, if the Nct^s Head story be true, for it fills the see in the 
beginning of September, and the form of these entries is ^ sede 
vacante * for three months beyond that time. Again, the Registry 
of the Prerogative Court of Canterbury contains the probates of 
thirty-seven wills, between the 15th of September 1559, and the 
9th of December following, all entered as having been made be- 
fore Walter ff addon, commissary of the court during the vacancy 
of the see; and on that day the form is changed, and the entries, 
until the 15 th of December, are in the name of Walter ffaddon, 
acting under the authority of Archbishop Parker, elected and 
confirmed; and the whole of this legal record must also be 

forged, if the iTo^s iTecwf story be true* But, after 

pronouncing all the works usually regarded as of classic anti- 
quity to be forgeries, except four or five, some forty or fifty 
books and public records more were easily disposed of ; and he 
(ffardoui/n) appears in this Ordination controversy quite in his 
element. Adduce, as an argument in support of Parker^s Regis- 



* See Dr. Elrington's Appendix, nos. 14, 15, 16. 
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death of Cardinal Pde, the Queen granted her 
C(mg6 d'esUre to the Dean and Chapter of Canter- 
bury to choose an Archbishop. This is clearly 
proved by the authentic copy of the cong6 (Teslire 



try, the edition of the AntiquitcUes Ecdez. Brit, in 1572, JTar- 
doum replies, It is a forgery. But it was reprinted in 1605 at 
Hanau % A forgery. — It is confirmed by the Catalogue of Eng" 
lish Writers, printed in Germany ? A forgery, — Cujca quotes 
the Antiquities in a work printed in 1594 ? A forgery, — HoU 
lingsheoiTa Chronicle, printed in 1586, and containing the date 
of Parker^ 8 consecration 1 A forgery, — GamderCs Britannia, pub- 
lished in 1586 ? A forgery, — It was reprinted at Frankfort in 
1590 1 A forgery. — The Life of Parker^ with Notes, by a Puri- 
tan, printed in 1574 1 A forgery, — Humfreya Life oi Jewell, in 
1573 1 A forgery, — Godwin, de Prcmilibus Anglice, printed in 
1601 1 A forgery. — The History of London, by Stow, printed in 
1605 1 A forgery, — There are many copies of the AntiquUates 
Ecd, Brit with MS. Notes in them 1 All forgeries, — The Re- 
cords published by Rymer in his Foedera ? All forgeries. — The 
Registry of Lambeth 1 A forgery, — The Register of the Prero- 
gative Court ? A forgery, — The Registry of the Dean and Chap- 
ter of Canterbury ? A forgery. — The Registry of the Bishop of 
Salisbury ? A forgery, — Of the Bishop of Worcester 1 A forge- 
ry, — Of Winchester ? A forgery, — Of Cranmer? A forgery. — 
Of Bonner 1 A forgery, — The Letters of Jewell, authenticated by 
the public seal of Zurich ? , A forgery. — Barely to state such 
assertions is to refute them ; and yet, whoever contends for the 
J^^ag's Head story has no means of maintaining his opinion but 
by adopting the whole of HardomrCs system ; for every book, 
and paper, and registry that I have named must be a forgery, if 
that story be true.'* — Dr. Elrington's Validity of English Grdina- 
tion established, pp. 103 and 108. See also the Preface to the 
third volume oi BramhalVs Works, in the Library of Anglo- 
Gatholic Theology, 
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itself in tlie Rolls. (Rot. Par. 6, 1st Eliz.) We 
say, secondly, that the Dean and Chapter, having 
received this licence, did choose Dr. Mattliew Par- 
ker for their Archbishop. This, again, is apparent 
by the Queen's commission for his confirmation 
and restitution, wherein there is this clause, "awrf 
the said Dean and Chapter^ by virtue of our licence, 
have chosen our beloved in Christ, Matthew Parker, 
Professor of Theology, for Archbishop and Pastor to 
them and the aforesaid Chu/rch, as by their letters- 
patent directed to tcs thereupon it appeareth more 
fully &c. Again, the Queen, accepting this elec- 
tion, was graciously pleased to issue out two com- 
missions for the legal confirmation of the said elec- 
tion, and consecrating of the said Archbishop. 
The first, dated the 9th of September 1559, 
directed to six Bishops, (Rot. Par. 2, 1st Eliz.,) 
was not executed; the second commission, which 
was executed, was dated the 6th of December 
following, directed to the seven Bishops,® whose 
names and sees are given in the commission in 
question. Fourthly, we say, that, by virtue of 
these letters-patent of December 6th, four of the 
commissioners therein named did meet in Bow 
Church upon the 9th day of the said month, and 
then and there, with the advice of the chief 

• The names and sees are given above, p. 24. On the Conse- 
cration of the Consecrators of Archbishop Parker, see Preface to 
BrarnhalVs Works, vol. ill. o£ the Library of Anglo-Catholie Theo^ 
hgy^ and note page 78. 
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ecclesiastical la\«ryers of the kingdom, the Dean 
of Arches, and the Judges of the Prerogative and 
Audience, did solemnly confirm the election : this 
is proved by the records of the confirmation or de- 
finitive sentence itself. (See the record in full 
in CourayeT^s Appendix, ajid BramhaUy edit. 1844, 
App. p. 185.) Fifthly^ we say, that eight days 
after the confirmation — that is to say, the 17th 
of December 1559, — the same commissioners did 
proceed to the consecration of Archbishop Parker 
in the archiepiscopal chapel at Lambeth, accord^ 
ing to the form prescribed by the Chmch of Eng^ 
land^ "with solemn prayers and sermon, and the 
holy Eucharist, at which great numbers of grave 
persons communicated with him at the time:" 
this is proved evidently by the authentic records 
of the consecration, as they are still and always 
have been to be seen in the public Registry of 
the archiepiscopal see of Canterbury.^ 

" As the case stands, (writes the Editor of BramhalV^ 
Works 1 in XhelAbrary of Anglo-Catholic Theology,) I may 
be permitted to say, that the result of a tolerably minute 
examination of the evidence upon the subject is, in few 

9 See records, &c. in the Appendix to BraTnhdWs Works, edit, 
1844, pp. 174 — 215 ; in the Appendix to Dr. Elrington's Valid- 
ity of English Ordination established ; and Courayer's Appendix 
of Records and Instruments, 

10 The Editor, to whom every member of the Church of Eng- 
land is so much indebted, is the Rev. A. W. Haddan, M. A., Fel- 
low and Tutor of Trin. Coll. Oxford. 

1 Vol. iii. Preface to the Consecration of Protestant Bishops 
vindicated. 
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words, this : that, if any one is disposed to question the 
truth of the account given in the Lambeth Register, 
he must be prepared to assert the forgery not only of that 
Register itself, — and the first volume of Archbishop Par- 
ker's Register, which is the volume in question, consists of 
41 1 pages containing a mass of circumstantial entries upon 
a great variety of subjects, — but of the Registers also 
of the several Sees and Chapters throughout the kingdom 
for the period referred to (so far as they are preserved or 
as it has been found possible to consult them) ; of many 
pages of entries in the Registers of the Prerogative Court 
of Canterbury ; of thirty or forty docimients in the Rolls ; 
of a mass of contemporary letters and other documents 
preserved in the Library of Corpus Christi College, Cam- 
bridge, with the existence of which Mason, an Oxonian, 
(who is the person accused, most absurdly, of forging the 
Register in 1613,) was unacquainted; of other also con- 
temporary documents, preserved in the State Paper Office, 
likewise unknown to Mason; of others, (which are by 
themselves enough to prove the case,) preserved at Zurich, 
and unknown in England until 1685, seventy-two years 
after Mason's book was published ; of Archbishop Parker's 
book " De Antiquitate Britannicae Ecclesiae," as privately 
printed by him in 1572, a work of which twenty-two 
copies were known to exist (out of fifty originally printed) 
in 1724 ; of a Puritan translation of a Life of Parker (the 
original of which is in C. C. C. Library, Cambridge,) con- 
taining a table of the Consecrations in question, according 
mainly with the Register, and printed in 1574, of which 
several copies exist; of pp. 14O0-14S1 in the middle of 
vol. iii. of Holinshead's Chronicle as first published in 1586; 
and, lastly, of at least three other printed authorities prior 
to 1613, all of which evidences are independent of each 
other, bear no signs whatever of want of genuineness. 
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and tally to a very minute degree of accuracy: and he 
must be prepared to do this, upon the testimony of two, 
or, at the most, three, obscure controversialists, the ear- 
liest forty-four years after the event, writing in foreign 
coimtries and avowedly upon mere hearsay, whose evi- 
dence is in itself rendered absolutely unworthy of credit 
by the undisguised virulence and palpable ignorance of 
the writings in which it is found. Such is in brief the 
balance of testimony upon which he must be prepared to 
surrender a consistent, probable, and rational narrative, 
and to adopt in its stead a supposition at once incon- 
gruous, improbable, and absurd." 

We may conclude the testimony above given, 
in favour of Archbishop Parker's due consecration, 
with an extract from MasovCs Vindication. "The 
consecration of Archbishop Parker, which was so- 
lemnized sixty years ago and more, is beyond the 
memory of most men now alive ; and yet it hath 
pleased God to preserve for us one witness, vene- 
rable for his great age, and every way above the 
reach of exception; I mean the most noble and 
renowned Lord Charles Howard^ Earl of Notting- 
ham, and late Lord High Admiral of England: 
who, in the year 1616, being asked by a friend, 
Whether or no he was invited (since he was of 
age sufficient) to honour the consecration of Arch'- 
bishop Parker^ and the solemnity thereof with his 
presence? answered, That he was indeed invited^ 
and earnestly entreated to be present at it. Being 
again asked, To what place he was invited? and 

2 See the Editors TioteSf k. m. u. pages 97, 101. 

D 2 
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particularly whether it was to the Nag's Head? his 
lordship replied, By no means, but to the palace 
at Lambeth; whither he also declared he went on 
the day appointed, for that very purpose. He, 
moreover, positively averred that he was also pre- 
sent, with many other noble lords, at the entertain- 
ment^ (which is wont to be very magnificent,) on 
the very same day of the consecration. All which 
he affirmed that he remembered perfectly well. And 
being likewise asked, Why Parker was so very 
earnest in inviting him, and he so punctual in gra- 
tifying Parker? his lordship gave this particular 
and remarkable reason: Because they were related 
the one to the other. Thus you see the testimony 
of this famous nobleman exactly agrees both with 
the acts of Parliament and the venerable records 
of the Church of England." 

And thus, (to adopt the reasoning of Cov/rayer,) 
as the arguments which support the consecration of 
Parker at Lambeth are all founded upon evident 
facts and authentic documents, and the opposite 
arguments are founded only upon mere possibilities, 
and upon suspicions destructive to the most solemn 
acts, it does not appear that there is any compa- 
rison to be made of the one with the other. And 
it may be added, that doubts, which have no foim- 
dation but presumptions and prejudices, can never 
decide about the validity or invalidity of an act, 
when these prejudices or these presumptions are de- 
stroyed by proofs, which are convincing to all those 
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who search less for dispute than instruction. The 
consecration being once ascertained, the succession is 
easy to be established ; the same principles concur- 
ring to prove the validity of the one, consequently 
prove the other. All depends upon Parker's conse- 
crationy which, taking its source in the ancient Episco- 
pact/y reunites it in his person to the new^ and leaves 
no space to filly which can give suspicion of the least 
interruption.^ 

3 " The consecration of Paxker" (writes Carunthen) " is an 
event which demands something more than a minute and accu- 
rate statement of its circumstances ; it cannot be dismissed with- 
out some reflections. Its validitj has been impugned, from a 
design of invalidating the Episcopal Succession of the Church of 
England. The Romanists have objected, that our Priesthood 
has no divine authority, and is therefore incapable of performing 
the administration of divine offices with effect. They pretend 
that our Holy Orders have not been derived as they ought to have 
been, and as those in the Church of Rome are, by an uninter- 
rupted succession from the Apostles, from Christ himself; and 
that the Apostolical Succession, so essential to a Christian minis- 
try, was broken in the English Church on the consecration of 
Parker. This consecration was uncanonical, because the per- 
sons engaged in it had been legally deprived by Queen Mary, 
and had not been legally or canonically restored ; and their epis- 
copal authority was derived only from the Great Seal of England. 

" To this allegation it has been sufficiently answered, that, the 
persons engaged in the consecration having been once invested 
with the episcopal character, that character was indelible ; and 
that their deprivation under Queen Mary took place before a 
reconciliation was effected with the See of Rome, and by no other 
than a commission instituted by royal authority. The episcopal 
character remained in these deprived Bishops even during their 
exile, and they had the power of communicating it before they 
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regained temporal possession of their sees. The episcopal power 
of Coverdale and Hodgskins was not less valid because they 
never exercised it afterwards ; nor that of Scory and Coverdale, 
because they were consecrated by an ordinal diflferent from that 
of the Church of Rome ; nor that of Hodgskins, because he was 
only a SuflFragan Bishop. The assistance of Coverdale and Hodgs- 
kins in the present consecration was a voluntary act, and their 
ceasing afterwards to perform any other episcopal function was 
equally voluntary. The Ritual of Edward the Sixth retained all 
which was necessary to confer the episcopal character, all which 
was practised in the primitive ages, and all which had been 
retained by the Greek Church.*. The institution of Suffragan 
Bishops is known to the Church of Rome, and their power is 
recognized as rightful and sufficient. 

" It has been also answered, that when a Church is overrun 
with error, or otherwise unsettled in its constitution, it cannot be 
bound by those rules to which it may rigidly adhere in a pure 
and settled state. When the Arian Bishops were dispossessed of 
some of the chief sees on account of their heresy, the orthodox 
Bishops ordained others in their room, without a strict attention 
to the canons usually and properly observed. 

" Neither has the objection of the Romanists any weight, that 
the Bishops of a province cannot, according to primitive custom 
and the canon law, consecrate their own superior, and invest him 
with an authority over themselves. Such was the course an- 
ciently adopted in the isle of Cyprus, where the Suflfragan Bishops 
always consecrated their own Metropolitan, and were maintained 
in that right by the council of Ephesus." — History of the Church 
of England, vol. ii. p. 25. See also Palmer's Treatise on the 
Chwch of Christ, vol. i. p. 487-91. 

The reader who may require the solution of other difficulties 
will do well to consult Bramhall, Courayer, or Brotme, and the 
Preface and I^otes to the third volume of Archbishop BramhalVs 
Works, in the Library of the Anglo-Catholic Theology. 

* The reader is referred to the extracts from Prideaux, Bram- 
hall, &c. in the Postscript, 
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A REPLY TO THE REV. J. SPENCER NORTHCOTE'S 
NINTH LETTER 

ON THE 

FOURFOLD DIFFICULTY OF ANGLICANISM. 



A POSTSCRIPT ; 



Being a few words to the Rev. J. Spencer North- 
cote, on his Ninth Letter on the Apostolicity of 
the Church of England. 



My attention has been called to some remarks 
in the Ninth letter^ of the Rev. J. Spencer North- 
cote, relative to the claim on the part of the Church 
of England to the Apostolical Succession. I shall 
consider these remarks seriatim. In giving "a 
brief history of the origin of the present English 
Episcopate/' Mr. Northcote tells us, (speaking of 
King Edward's Ordinal,) that, " in the consecration 
of a Bishop, the form of words which accompanied 
the laying on of hands was such as might have 
served with equal propriety for the ordination of a 
priest, or deacon, or even for the confirmation of a 
layman ; and no mention was made, in any part of 
the service, of conveying to the candidate the 
power of conferring orders." Again, Mr. N. speaks 
of the new service for the consecration of Bishops 

* The Fourfold Difficulty of Anglicanism ; in a Series of Letters, 
fScc, The author is a Priest of the Church of England, and has 
lately joined the Church of Rome. 
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as " a fonn of words not even irreconcilable with 
Presbyterianism," and as " giving some ground to 
suspect that Episcopacy was retained only for fonn's 
sake ; or, at least, with a very different design from 
that hitherto entertained by the Church; and rather 
as a ci\il than an ecclesiastical dignity/' The same 
objection has been often raised by Papists* and by 
Puritans,* and been often and ably answered. As, 
however, Mr. Northcote seems to imply that to the 
"experienced eye** of Rome "some flaw* may be 

' The reader will see the objection more fully stated in Dodd's 
Church History, Part IV. 

* See Neale's History of the Puritans, page 63, Ac. 

* That Rome's ^experienced eye" had not discovered this 
*'Jlaw^* in the reign of Queen Mary may be learnt from the fol- 
lowing facts : 

" That the forms in King Edward*s Ordinal were not con- 
sidered as invalid at the very time when the question was most 
important, in the reign of Queen Mary, appears plainly from 
the case of Scorye, who had been consecrated by those forms, and 
was, as I have already observed in proving him to have been a 
Bishop, restored to the exercise of his office by Bishop Bonner, 
without any new consecration ; the act of restoration, taken from 
Bonner's Registry, is given in the Appendix, No. 45. And that 
Bonner conceived it only to be necessary to reconcile those who 
had been ordained by the Protestant Ritual, appears from the 
29th Article, set forth by him to be enquired into at his general 
visitation in 1554, which ran thus : ' Whether any such as were 
' ordered schismatically, and contrary to the old order and custom 
* of the Catholic Church .... beino not tbt beconciled nob 
' ADMITTED BY THE Obdinaby, have Celebrated the Mass^ &c. 
Here we find that they were only to be reconciled, not reordain- 
ed. And that this of Sco7'ye was not a solitary instance in which 



OF KING EDWARD'S ORDINAL. 



43 



discernible in the English succession," through the 
medium of the new Ordinal (that of 1549), I 
subjoin the following replies. 

Orders conferred by the Ritual of Edward yrere admitted as valid 
in the reign of Mary appears decisively from the complaint made 
by Sanders, one of the earliest and most violent opposers of those 
ordinations, ' that many ordained m the time of the Schism of 
' Henry and of Edward were permitted to exercise their eccU' 
* siastical functions wiihoiU engwirmg into the m>anner in which 
' they were ordained.* * Sanders, indeed, disapproves of this 
having been done, and says plainly, that this supim et in*digiosa 
negligentia was the cause why the fovour of Divine Providence was 
withdrawn from England, and the triumph of the Catholic Mth 
so soon terminated by the death of Mary; but the opinion of 
Cardinal Pole, of Bishop Gardiner, Bishop Bonner, and, by ne- 
cessary inference, of the Council which directed the ecclesiastical 
affairs of England during that reign, may fairly be considered as 
the opinion of the Bomin Catholic Church, particularly as the 
whole was conducted under the especial direction of the Pope. 

" The objection made by Sanders obviously indeed goes farther 
than any Roman Catholic will now support him in, reaching to 
the Orders conferred during the latter part of the reign of Henry 
the Eighth, against which no objection lay as to the forms used, 
for they were those of the Church of Bome, but merely to the 
Schism; and this erroneous opinion it was which led him to 
deny Barlow and the Suffiragans of Bedford and Thetford to be 
Bishops, and thus to maintain that there was no Bishop at 
Barkers consecration. But this is a point that need not now be 
argued j for Schism, it is universally acknowledged, does not ren- 
der Orders conferred during it invalid, 

"The authority given to Cardinal Bole hjVo^Jtdim the Third, 
to enable him to perform all the acts necessary for reconciHng Eng- 
land to the See of Rome, proves beyond a doubt that reordination 



* De Schism. Angl, 1. ii. p. 293. ; Colon. Agripp. 12mo. 1610. 
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The first is from the pen of Dean Prideaux^ in his 
work on ^Hhe Validity of the Orders of the Church 

was Dot considered as necessary in the case of those who had 
been ordained by the Protestant Bitual j for it empowers the 
Cardinal, or those commissioned by him, so to give dispensations, 
even to Archbishops and Bishops, that they may 'per eos 
' Jam licet minm recte msceptU ordinihm etiam in altaris minis* 
' terio ministrare, necnon munus consecratioriis msdpere et Ulo uti 
' libere et licite vcUeant,' These ordines minvs rite mscepti are 
evidently those — ^indeed they can be no other than those — received 
under the Protestant forms of Ordination. A Dispensation was 
necessary, because the Orders had been irregularly conferred, and 
not according to conmetam et legUimmn formamy to use the words 
of Stapleton ;* but if they had not been in substance valid, no 
dispensation could have been sufficient j and it is for this 
validity merely that I contend, perfectly indifferent as to the ir- 
regularities which the RoTnan Canonists may he able to find out in 
them, or the censures which their Regulations and Decretals might 
justify them in bestowing upon the Bishops who conferred them. 

" There is a still further argument which may be derived 
from this commission, for it joins, as under the same irregularity, 
the Bishops appointed in Henry's time, and in Edward! s ; thus 
making no distinction between the deficiency arising from 
Schism in the reign of Henry and the former part of Edward, 
and that which some writers have since contended to have been 
occasioned by the change in the forms of Ordination made in the 
latter part of Edward! s reign. Now, the fair inference from this 
union of the diflferent classes of Bishops under one censure is, 
that Julius the Third considered both classes as only irregular, 
and did not condemn those made by the new Ordinal as invalidly 
ordained. 

" And to complete our proof, we find, in Act 1 & 2 Ph, & 
Mary, c. 8, a dispensation from Cardinal Pole inserted in the 
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of England made out against the objections of the 
Papists,''* 

body of the Act, in which he expressly states, that many persons 
ordained under the pretended authority of the English Church 
had been confirmed in the exercise of their Orders and the 
possession of their benefices. 

The general practice of England will, I am confident, be 
found to have been conformable to the Bull of Pope Julius^ and 
to have consisted not in reordaining, but in rehabilitating. We 
have already seen what JBonner^s conduct was, and he surely will 
not be reckoned over-liberal in his sentiments. An examination 
of the Diocese of Norwich * did not produce a single instance of 
reordination ; and, what is decisiye on the question, Cardinal 
Pole's Registry for the Diocese of Canterbury afibrds also no 
instance of reordination. 

"It appears, indeed, that for an hundred and fifty years no 
settled rule as to reordination had been established in the Church 
of Rome ; for, so late as the year 1704, we find John Clement 
Gordon, a Scotch Bishop, who apostatized to the Church of Rome, 
petitioning the Pope to be reordained, and stating at length the 
motives of his application. This very curious document is given 
by Le Quien jt and as it proves the decision of the Church of 
Rome to have been made without due examination, upon the bare 
assertions of an individual, it will serve to show to Roman Ca- 
tholics how little that determination is entitled to respect j and 
when it appears that some of the most important statements 
made in that petition are false, and the theological principles, in 
some instances, such as no Roman Catholic is bound to acknow- 
ledge, the little respect that it could have claimed will be totally 
annihilated." t — Elrington's Validity of English Ordination^ 
p. 1 40. 

* See Courayer, Defence of the Dissertation^ d;c, vol. ii. p. 253. 
t NullUe des Ordin, Anglic, tom. ii. App. p. 68. 
t See a very interesting note in BramhaWs Works, vol. iii. 
p. 114, edit. 1844. 
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" The grand objection brought against the validity of 
our English Orders was from the alteration made in our 
Ordinal anno 1662 ; as if that were a tacit consent on our 
side that, before this alteration was made^ our Ordinal was 
not sufficient, and therefore no Orders could be conferred 
thereby ; and, consequently, that neither they which were 
ordained by it, or we that have derived our Orders from 
them, have received any legal and sufficient ordination 
thereby.^ To which I answer : 1st. That the putting in 
of explanatory words to make things clearer, and render 
them more free from cavil and objection, cannot be well 
termed an alteration. 2nd. That supposing really there 
had been any such alteration made as to the whole sub- 
stance of the form, yet this is no more than what the 
Church of Rome hath often done, there being scarce an 

* Notwithstanding this objection on the part of the Bomanist, 
we are assured that Pius IV. made an overture to Elizabeth of 
approving the Book of Common Prayer, and consequently the 
L^urgy and the Ordinal^ which were parts of it, provided that 
Princess would return to the obedience of the Holy See. This 
was at least the common report, as the famous Camden in- 
forms us, — 'Fama obtinet Pontificem fidem dedisse sententiam 

* contra matris nuptias tanquam injustam rescissurum, LUurgiam 
' Anglicam ma autorUaie confirniaturumf el umn Saaram^rvti sub 

* viraque sfpeck Anglis permissurumy dummx>do Ula Rmuinoe 

* EcdesioB se aggregaret, Rommueque Cathedrce prim^um agnos- 
' ceret' The thing is very certain as to the first article, and I 
see no reason for doubting of the rest more than that." — Cou- 
rayer's Defevice of the Dissertation, vol. ii. p. 360. 

Camden adds, imo et hcec curantihm aliquot aureorum mUlia 
fuisse promissa^-^ Annates Rerum Anglicarumy dhc, p. 51, edit* 
1677. 

Again, Lord Chief Justice Cohe, in a charge at the assizes held 
by him at Norwich, August 4, 1606, three years only after Queen 
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age in which she hath not considerably varied from herself 
herein ; as may be seen by comparing those many differ- 
ent forms of Ordination used in the Church of Rome, 
which are collected together by Morinm^ a learned Priest 
of that Church, in his book OrdinationVms.*' 3rd. 
The alterations, or rather explanatory additions, made in 
our Ordinal in the year 1662, were not inserted out of any 
respect to the controversy we have vrith the Church of 
B.ome^ but only to silence a cavil of the Presbyterians ^ 
who, from the old Ordinal, drew an argument to prove 
that there was no difference between a Bishop and a 
Priest, because (as they say) their offices were not at all 
distinguished in the words whereby they were conferred 
on them when ordained, or any new power given a Bishop 
which he had not afore as a Priest. For the words of 
ordination in King Edward's Ordinal are for a Priest 

Elizabeth's deaths publicly affirmed that " tlie Pope wrote a letter 
to Elizabeth^ in which he consented to approve the Booh of Common 
Prayer, as used aimng us, as containing nothing corUrary to the 
truth, and comprehending what is necessary to salvation, though 
not all that ought to he in it, and that he would authorize us to use 
it if her Majesty would receive it front him and upon his autho- 
rity. And this is the truth touching Pope Pius V., which I have 
often heard from the Queen* s ovm mouth. And I have frequerdly 
conferred with noblemen of the highest rank m the state who had 
seen and read the Pope's letter on this subject, as I have related it 
to you. And this is as true as that I am an honest nuin" — See 
Charge, p. 28. After all; it is a matter of small moment whether 
Pope Pius V. recognised our orders and approved our Liturgy, or 
not : " can any man doubt (asks BramhaU) that they which make 
no scruple of taking away our lives, will make conscience of 
taking away our Orders T' 

^ See a very interesting mte in Dr. Card well's -ffwfory of Con- 
ferences connected unth the revision of the Gommmi Prayer, p. 385. 
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as followeth ; " Receive the Holy Ghost : whose sins thou 
" dost forgive they are forgiven^ and whose sins thou dost r^- 
" tain they are retained; and he thou a faithful dispenser of 
" the Word of God, and of His Sacraments,' in the name of 
" the Father, and of the Son, and of the Holy Ghost and 
for a Bishop; " Take the Holy Ghost, and remember that 
" thou stir up the Grace of God which is in thee, by im-- 

position of hands ; For God hath not given us the Spirit 
" of Fear, but of Power, and Love, and Soberness** And 
they so continued till the review of our Liturgy, anno 
1662; and, then to obviate the above-mentioned cavil of 
the Presbyterians, those explanatory words were inserted, 
whereby the distinction between a Bishop and a Priest is 
more clearly and unexceptionably expressed. So that 
now the words of ordination for a Priest are ; " Receive 
" the Holy Ghost for the office and work of a Priest in the 
" Church of God now committed to thee by imposition of our 

hands: whose sins thou dost forgive,** Sfc. And for a 
Bishop; Receive the Holy Ghost for the office and work 

of a Bishop now committed to thee by the imposition of our 
" hands ; in the name of the Father, and of the Son, and of 
" the Holy Ghost ; — and remember that thou,** Sfc. But 
4th, Having thus stated the case, and laid before you the 
differences between the new Ordinal and the old; now 
to come to the main of the objection, I assert, that had the 
old Ordinal been continued without any such addition, 
although it might not so clearly have obviated the cavils of 
adversaries, yet the Orders conferred by it would have 
been altogether as valid. And as to the objection made 
by the gentlemen of the Church of Rome, that the words 
of our old Ordinal do not sufficiently express the office 
conferred thereby, this must be imderstood either in re* 
ference to the Priestly ordination, or the Episcopal, or 
both. And 1st. As to the Priestly ordination, there 
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seems not to be the least ground for it, because the form in 
the old Ordinal doth as fully express the office, power, 
and authority of a Priest as need be required, in these 
words : " Whose sins thou dost forgive they are forgiven ^ 
" and whose sins thou dost retain they are retained. And 
" he thou a faithful dispenser of the Word of God and His 
Sacraments — wherein the whole of the Priestly office 
is expressed. But 2nd. As to the Episcopal ordination, 
the whole pinch of the argument seems to lie there ; be* 
cause, in the old form of the words spoken at the imposi^ 
tion of hands, the office and authority of a Bishop (they 
say) is not so particularly specified. To this I answer, 
first, that I think this sufficiently done in the words of the 
form ; " Remember that thou stir up the Grace of God 
" which is in thee by imposition of hands ; for God hath not 
" given u>s the Spirit of Fear, but of Power, and Love, and 
" Soberness.^* For they are the very words of St. Paul to 
Timothy Bishop of Ephesus, {Epist. 2. c. i. ver. 6, 7,) 
whereby he exhorts and stirs him up to the execution 
of his Episcopal office, and they have been always under- 
stood to refer thereto ; and, therefore, I think they may 
be also allowed sufficient to express the same Episcopal 
office when spoken to any other, and fully determine to 
what office the Holy Ghost is given by imposition of 
hands in the form mentioned, and properer for this pur- 
pose than any other, because of the greater authority 
which they must have, in that they are taken out of the 
Holy Scripture. But if men will cavil on, and still object 
that the name of Bishop is not expressed in the form, 
or the duties and power of that office with sufficient clear- 
ness specified in the words mentioned, the objection lies 
much more against the Roman Ordinal than ours, as being 
much more defective herein. For the whole form used 
therein at the consecration of a Bishop is no more than 

£ 
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this, " Receive the Holy Ghost that being all that is said 
at the imposition of hands, and asserted by them to be the 
whole form of Episcopal ordinationJ And, therefore, 
FasqueSf a learned Jesuit, and most eminent schoolman, 
makes the same objection against the Roman Ordinal 
that the Romanists do against ours. For in Tertiam 
ThomiB Disp. 240, c. 5, n. 57, his words are, " Ilia verba 
" (* accipe Spiritum Sanctum') qtuB a tribus Episcopis simul 
cum impositione manuum dicuntur super Ordinandum^ 
usque adeo generalia videntur, ut proprium munus aut 
gradum Episcopi non exprimant^ quod tamen necessarium 
" videbatur pro forma i, e. " These words, * Receive the 
Holy Ghost,' which are spoken by three Bishops together 
with imposition of hands over the person to be ordained, 
seem to be so general that they do not express the proper 
office and degree of a Bishop, which yet did seem necessary 
for the form of his Ordination." But to this he himself 
gives a solution (n, 60 of the same chapter) in these fol- 
lowing words : " Neque obstat id quod supra dicebamus 
verba ilia ^ accipe Spiritum Sanctum' admodum generalia 
esse ; nam quamvis in illis secundum se consideratis mm 
" denotetur munus aut gradus peculiaris Episcopi, et pro 
" quocunque alio ordine did possent, tamen prout proferun- 
" tur ( adhibita a tribus Episcopis in unum congregatis ma* 
^^nuum impositione pro materia) recte quidem denotant 
gradum Episcopi ad quern electus ordinatur. Sic enim 
" simul imponentes per verba ilia denotant se eum in suum 
" consortium admittere, et ad hoc Spiritum Sanctum tribuere, 
" ac proinde in eodem ordine Episcopali secum ipsum consti* 
" tuere. Cum tamen manuum impositio ab uno tantum Epi^ 
" scopo adhibita, et eadem verba * accipe Spiritum Sanctum,* 



7 See Courayer's Defence of the Validity of English Ordinations^ 
pages 110 — 17. 
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^^paucis aUis odditis ab eodem m ordinatione Diaconi, pro^ 
lata, neque secundum se neque prout ah ipso Episcopo dicta 
et huic materuB applicata, peculiare munus aut gradum 
Diaconi denotent, neque enim prout dicta ab uno Episcopo 
cum tali materia denotare possunt ordinatum admitti ad 
" consortium Episcopi in hoc potius ordine qtcam in alio, 
cum unus Episcopus tam sit minister ordinis Sacerdotii et 
Subdiaconatus quam Diaconatus ; e contrario vero tres 
Episcopi solium ordinis Episcopalis ministri sint ; ideo 
autem existimo Christum vohiisse ut Ecclesia illius tantum 
" verbis, qum secundum se generaUa sunt, in hac ordinatione 
uteretur, ut denotaret abundantiam gratuB Spiritus Sancti, 
qtuB Episcopis in ordinatione confertur. Phis enim vide-' 
^Hur esse dari Spiritum Sanctum absolute, quam dari ad 
" hunc vel ilhim effectum pecuUarem i. e. " Neither doth 
that hinder, which I have said before, that these words, 
* Receive the Holy Ghost,* were too generaL For al- 
though by these words, considered in themselves, the 
office or peculiar degree of a Bishop cannot be denoted, 
and they may be also said for any other order ; but as they 
are pronounced, (the imposition of hands of three Bishops 
joined together being also had therevrith for the matter of 
Ordination,) they do truly denote the degree of a Bishop, 
to which the person elected is ordained. For they after 
this manner, laying on their hands all together, by those 
words do denote that they do receive him into their fellow- 
ship, and to this end do give the Holy Ghost, and there- 
fore do place him in the same Episcopal Order with them- 
selves ; whereas the imposition of hands made use of by 
one Bishop only, and the same words, ' Receive the Holy 
Ghost,* with a few others added to them spoken by the 
same Bishop in the Ordination of a Deacon, do not, either 
as considered in themselves, or as spoken by the Bishop, 
and applied to this matter, denote the peculiar office 

£2 
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or degree of a Deacon ; neither can they as spoken by one 
Bishop, with such a matter, denote the Ordained to be ad- 
mitted into fellowship with the Bishop rather in this order 
than in another, seeing one Bishop is as well the minister 
of conferring the Orders of Priesthood, and of the Sub- 
Deacon, as of the Deacon ; but, on the contrary, three 
Bishops are only the ministers of conferring Episcopal 
Ordination. And I do, therefore, think it to be the will 
of Christ that his Church should in this Ordination use 
such words as, considered in themselves, are only general, 
that it might denote thereby that abundance of Grace of 
the Holy Ghost which is conferred on Bishops in their Or- 
dination. For it seems to be much more that the Holy 
Ghost be given absolutely, than that it be given for this or 
that peculiar effect." Thus far the learned Jesuit ; and if 
this may be allowed to be a suflGicient solution of the ob- 
jection against the Ordinal of the Church of Rome, it must 
also be a sufficient solution of the same objection against 
our Ordinal. For with us, as well as in the Church of 
Rome, there are always three Bishops present at the Ordi- 
nation of a Bishop, which, all together, lay on their hands 
on the Bishop elect when ordained ; and not only this cir- 
cumstance, but many others in the administration of this 
office according to our Ordinal, do as fully show what 
order the person on whom they thus lay on their hands, 
and pronounce the above-mentioned form of consecration 
over, is to be admitted to. The complex of the whole 
office shows it ; for the person to be ordained or conse- 
crated is presented to the Metropolitan as one to he made 
a Bishop, he takes the oath of canonical obedience to the 
Metropolitan as one to he made a Bishop, is prayed for a* 
one to he made a Bishop, is examined or interrogated a* 
one to he made a Bishop, is vested in the Episcopal rohes, 
and is ordained hy a form never used hut in the Ordination 



DETERMINE THE MEANING OF THE WORDS. 63 

of a Bishop ; and all these together, with many other like 
circumstances in that office too long all to be put down, 
are certainly sufficient to determine the words of the form 
to the Episcopal office only, were there nothing in the 
words themselves to do it, as it is certain there is not in the 
form used by the Church of Rome to this purpose.** — Vali- 
dity of the Orders of the Church of England^ pages 14-20. 

My readers may, perhaps, deem the above a suf- 
ficient reply to the first objection advanced. As, 
however, this "flaw " is so frequently referred to with 
triumph by our opponents, I will give the answers 
of two or three other eminent Divines on the 
same subject, who have severally taken up the 
difierent points in the argument, and left, as a 
whole, no diflSculty requiring solution. 

Bishop Burnet shall make the next reply. In his 
Vindication of the Ordinations of the Church of Eng- 
land against a Romanist, he says, — 

" His {i. e. the Romanist's) second argument is. No Ordi- 
nation is valid unless there be fit words used to determine 
the outward Rites, to signify the Order given, which, 
he says, our own writers (Mr. Mason and Dr. Bramhall) 
do acknowledge. But the words of consecration do not 
express this, they being only " Tahe the Holy Ghost^ and 
remember that thou stir up the Grace^ ^c," which do not 
express the office of a Bishop. And having proposed 
these arguments, that the unlearned reader may think 
he deals fairly, he goes on to set down our objections, and 
answer them. 

"First. It has been already made out that the form 
"Receive the Holy Ghost'' was that which our Saviour 
made use of when He ordained the Apostles, without 
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adding " to the office of an Apostle'' For which it is to be 
considered^ that all Ecclesiastical orders being from the 
influence and operation of the Holy Ghost, which being 
one, yet hath different operations for the different adminis- 
trations^ therefore the concomitant actions, words, and 
circumstances must show for which administration the 
Holy Ghost is prayed for, since that general prayer is 
made for all ; but, the functions being different, the same 
Holy Ghost works differently in them all.® Therefore it 
is plain, from the practice of our Saviour, that there is no 
need of expressing in the very words of Ordination what 
power is thereby given, since our Saviour did not express 
it ; but what He said both before and after did determine 
the sense of those general words to the Apostolical func- 
tion. 

" Secondly. The whole office of consecrating Bishops 
shows very formally and expressly what power is given in 
these words. Now, though the writers of the Church 
of Rome would place the form of consecration in some im- 
perative words, yet we see no reason for that, but the 
complex of the whole office is that which is to be chiefly 
considered, and must determine the sense of those words ; 
so that a Priest being presented to be made a Bishop, the 
King's mandate being read for that effisct, he swearing 
canonical obedience as Bishop elect, prayers being put up 
for him as such, together with other circumstances which 



8 In our Ordination service the Deacon trusts that he is moved 
by the Holy Ghost, and does not receive it. Priest and Bishop 
think in their hearts that they are truly calledf and do receive the 
Holy Ghost. In the office for Priests our Ordaining minister uses 
the words of Scripture, John xx. 22, 23. In that for Bishops he 
proceeds to 2 Tim. i. 6, 7.— Vide Hey on the Articles, vol. iv. 
page 492. 
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make it plain what they are about, — those general words 
are by these qualified and restrained to that sense. 

" We do not fly here to a secret and unknown intention 
of the eonsecrators, as the Church of Rome does, but to the 
open and declared intention of the Church appearing in 
this : so that it is clear that the sense of those general 
words is so well explained that they do sufliciently express 
and give the power and office of a Bishop. 

" Thirdly. In the Church of Rome the consecration of a 
Bishop is made with these words, *^ Receive the Holy 
Ghost This being all that is said at the imposition of 
hands, which, as has been already proved, is the matter or 
sensible sign of Orders. And in the prayer that follows 
these words there is no mention made of the Episcopal 
dignity or function ; and all the other ceremonies used in 
the consecration of a Bishop are but rites that are added 
for the more solemnity, but are not of the essence of Ordi- 
nation, according to what is now most generally received 
even in their own Church. And Vasques^ does set down 
this very objection against the form of their Episcopal Or- 
dination as not sufficient, because it does not specify the 
Episcopal power; to which he answers that, though the 
words express it not, yet the other circumstances that accom~ 
pany them do it sufficiently ; by which it appears that this 
argument is as strong against their Ordination as ours, and 
that they must make use of the same answers that we give 
to it. 

" Fourthly. The ancient forms of consecrating Bishops 
differing*® so much one from another, and indeed agreeing 
in nothing but in an imposition of hands, with a convenient 
(that is, appropriate) prayer ; it has been already made out 



9 Disp. 240, c. 5, n. 60. 

10 « Thus," to quote Mason, " we have compared our English 
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that there is no particular form so necessary that the want 
of it annuls Orders, and that the Church has often 
changed the words of these prayers upon several occasions ; 
and it was ever thought that if the words do sufficiently 
express the mind of the Church, there was no more scruple 
to be made of the validity of the Orders so given : for if 
the Episcopal character were begotten by any of those 
rites which the Church of Rome has added of late, such as 
the Chrism, the giving the Gospels, the Ring, the Staff, or 
any other set down in the Pontifical^ then there were no 

Ordinal with that of your Pope Innocent, It remains that we 
compare some of the older Popish Ordinals among themselves : 

" But now, alas I as brother strives with brother ; 
So these, together set, fall out with one another ! 

And lest you should think I said this rashly or invidiously, hear, 
I beseech you, what the Bishop of Fientum says, — a man long 
versed in the sacred ceremonies, who addresseth himself to Pope 
Innocent VIII. thus : * It was your command, holy Father, which 
' put me on the correction of the Pontifical book ; an under- 
' taking full of a painful variety, and which as it may be accept- 
, able to some, so it is not a little liable to envy. For through 

* the antiquity of the matter, the multitude of the Churches, and 
' the variety of times and Bishops, it is so ordered that there are 

* scarce any two or three hooks to be found which tell us the same 
^ thing. In like manner, so many books as there are, so many 

* differences are there also ; for one contains too little, another too 
< much, and another has nothing at all of the same matter, so that 
' they rarely or never agree.' And now you see what a rare 
agreement you have to boast of among your Ordinals /" Mason 
then proceeds to show that the modem Roman Ordinal differs in 
many things from the most ancient, both as to Habits^ as to 
Oaths, and as to the Confession of Faith. — Mason's Vin. Ecc. Ang. 
page 203. 
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true Bishops in the Church for many ages. In the most 
ancient Latin Ritual now to be found, there is nothing in 
the consecration of a Bishop but the prayer which is now 
marked for the anthem after the consecration in the Pontu 
ficah In a Ritual, believed to be eight hundred years old> 
the anointing is first to be found, but there is no other rite 
with it. In another Ritual, somewhat later than the former, 
the giving the Ring and the Staff were used, which at first 
were the civil ceremonies of Investiture : and in the Greek 
Church none of those rites were ever used ; they having 
only an imposition of hands, and saying with it, " The 
Divine Grace that heals the things that are weak, and 
perfects the things that are imperfect ^ promotes this very 
reverend Priest to be a Bishop: let us, therefore, pray 
" that the Grace of the Holy Ghost may come upon himj* 
Then all that are assisting say thrice, Kyrie eleison.^* 
Then the Consecrator lays the Gospels on the head and 
neck of him that is consecrated, having before signed his 
head thrice with the sign of the Cross ; and all the other 
Bishops touch the Gospels, and there is a prayer said. 
And thus it is clear that if those rites in the Pontifical be 
essential to Episcopal Orders, neither the Primitive Church 
nor the Greek Churches gave them truly, which are things 
they cannot admit. Therefore it is most disingenuously 
done of them to insinuate on unlearned persons that our 
Orders are not good, when in their consciences they know 
that they have all those requisites in them which by 
the principles of the most learned men of their own 
Church are essentially and absolutely necessary to make 
them good and valid. 

" I presume that I have said enough already to show 
that both our Priestly and Episcopal Orders are good 
and valid. 
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" But his (the Romanist's) second argument is such a piece 
of foul ^ dealing that really he deserves to be very sharply 
reproved for it. In it he makes us object, that though the 
form of our Ordination since King Edward the Sixth's days, 
till his Majesty's happy restoration, was invalid, yet that is 
salved by the Parliament that now sits (1662), that appointed 
the words of Ordination to be " Receive the Holy Ghost for 
the " Office of a Priest" or "/or the Office of a Bishop.^* 
And having set up this man of straw, he runs unmercifully 
at him, he stabs him in at the heart, he shoots him through 
the head, and then, to make sure work of him, he cuts him 
all to pieces that he shall never live nor speak again, and all 
this out of pure chivalry to show his valomr. He tells us 
the salve is worse than the sore ; that by the change the 
form used before is confessed to be invalid, else why did 
they change it ? He tells us, secondly, by this we ac- 
knowledge all our Bishops and Priests till that time to be 
null. Thirdly, that they, not being true Bishops, cannot 
ordain validly, for no man can give what he has not. And 
fourthly, the power that Act gives, is only from the Par- 
liament, and not from Christ ; and this destroys our Orders 
root and branch. So there is an end of us ; we are all 
killed upon the spot, never to live more. Yet there is no 
harm done, nor blood spilt; all is safe and sound. But to 
satisfy any person whom such a scruple may trouble, let it 
be considered, — 

" First. That we pretend not that there is any greater 
validity in our Orders since the last Act of uniformity than 



1 Neither Mr. Northcote nor my readers will, I trust, for a 
moment suppose that I apply the language as well as the argu- 
ments to the author of the " Letters/' <kc. Neither in the above, 
nor in any other passage from whatever author, do I identify 
myself with the personalities which they may contain. 
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was before ; for those words that are added are not essen- 
tial to the Ordination, but only further and clearer expla- 
nations of what was clear enough by the other parts of 
these offices before. Therefore there is no change made 
of any thing that was essential to our Ordinations. An ex- 
planation is not a change; for did the Fathers of the 
Councils of Nice and Constantinople change or annul the 
faith and creeds that the Church used before, when they 
added explanations to the Creed ? Therefore, the adding 
of some explanatory words for cutting off the occasions of 
cavilling is neither a change, nor an annulling our former 
Orders. 

" Secondly, The change of the form of Consecration does 
not infer an annulling of Orders given another way, 
for then all the Ordinations used in the Primitive Church 
are annulled by the Roman Church at this day, since the 
forms of Ordination used by them now were not used in 
the former ages ; and the forms used in the former ages 
are not looked on by them now to be the forms of Conse- 
cration, but are only made parts of the office, and used as 
collects or anthems ; and yet here is a real change, which, 
by their own principles, cannot infer a nullity of Orders 
given before the change made. 

" Thirdly. If the addition of a few explanatory words 
invalidates former Orders, then the adding many new rites 
which were neither used by Christ nor His Apostles, nor 
the Primitive nor Eastern Churches, will much more in- 
validate former Orders ; especially when these are believed 
to be so essential as that they confer the power of conse- 
crating Christ's Body and Blood, and of offering sacrifices, 
and were for divers ages universally looked on in that 
Church to be the matter and form of Orders, as was already 
observed of the xite of giving the sacred vessels with the 
words joined to it, which Pope Eugenim in express words 
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calls the matter of Priestly Orders, and the words joined 
to them the form (in his decree for the Armenians in the 
Council of Florence) ; and even the form he mentions is also 
altered now, for the celebrating Masses are not in the 
form he mentions, but are now added to that part of the 
office in the Roman Church. Let the Pontifical be consi- 
dered in the ordination of Priests : we find the Priestly 
vestments given, both the Stole and the Casula ; then their 
hands are anointed; then the vessels of the Sacrament are 
delivered to them, with words pronounced in every one of 
those rites, besides many other lesser rites that are in the 
Rubrick. In the consecration of a Bishop his head is 
anointed, then his hands ; then his Pastoral Staff is blessed, 
and put in his hands; next the Ring is blessed, and put on 
his finger ; then the Gospels are put in his hands ; then the 
Mitre is blessed, and put on his head ; next the Gloves are 
blessed, and put on his hands ; and then they set him on his 
Throne; besides many less rites to be seen in the Ru- 
brick. Now, with what face can they pretend that our 
adding a few explanatory words can infer the annulling all 
Orders given before that addition, when they have added 
80 many material ceremonies in which they place great sig- 
nificancy and virtue ? Is not this to swallow a camel, and 
to strain at a gnat ? and to object to us a mote in ov/r eye, 
when there is a beam in their own eye f 

" Fourthly. This addition was indeed confirmed by the 
authority of Parliament, and there was good reason to de- 
sire, that to give it the force of the law : but the authority 
of these changes is wholly to be derived from the Convoca- 
tion, who only consulted about them and made them, and 
the Parliament did take that care in enacting them, that 
might show they did only add the force of a law to them ; 
for, in passing them, it was ordered that the Book of Com- 
mon Prayer and Ordination should only be read over, (and 
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even that was carried upon sotoe debate ; for many, as I 
have been told, moved that the Book should be added to 
the Act, as it was sent to the Parliament from the Convo- 
cation, without ever reading it ; but that seemed indecent 
and too implicit to others,) and there was no change made 
in a tittle by the Parliament. So that they only enacted 
by a law what the Convocation had doneJ^ " — A Vindication, 
^c. pages 64-74. 

The next reply is contained in a work by Daniel 
Williams^ entitled The Sticcession of Protestant 
Bishops asserted^ or the Regidarity of the Ordination 
of the Church of England jtLstified, against the Asper- 
sions of Mr. J. Ward, a Romanist. 

The first thing Mr. Ward undertakes to prove against 
our Church is the invalidity of those forms of Ordination 
which were composed in the days of Edward the 
Sixth, and which continued in use until the review of the 
Common Prayer in the year 1662. For it was thought 
expedient at that time to make some alterations in our Or- 
dinals ; not as if they had been defective before in the es- 
sential parts of them, but only to avoid some unreasonable 
consequences drawn by the Presbyterians concerning the 
sentiments of our Church with respect to the distinction 
between a Bishop and a Priest. And, therefore, in short, 
the question now to be discussed is, whether our forms be- 
fore this alteration were valid with respect to the commu- 
nication of the Episcopal and Priestly powers, or no." 

Having examined the objection as regards the office for 
the Ordination of a Priest, Williams " proceeds to show the 

2 See Wheatly on the Common Prayer, p. 28 ; Burnet's Vin- 
dication, <lhc., p. 53 ; and Twisden's ffistorkcU Vindication of the 
Church of England in point of Schism, p. 115. 



62 



THE ROMAN AND 



validity of our Episcopal Ordinal. The forms used both by 
the Church of Rome and us, at the imposition of hands, 
are these. 

I^e English Form. 
" Take the Holy Ghost, and remember that thou stir 
" up the Grace of God which is in thee by the imposition 
" of our hands : for God has not given us the spirit of 
" Fear, but of Power and Soberness." 

The Roman Form. 
"Take the Holy Ghost." ^ 

Mr. Ward findeth fault with this our form, which we use 
at the imposition of hands ; because " the word Bishop is 
" not once named, nor any word equivalent thereto, where- 
" by to signify and denote the power of Grace given by im- 
" position of hands to be Episcopal power." 

" This is the same objection which has been already con- 
sidered under the Ordinal for Priests, and you see it 
equally affects the Roman Ordinal with ours. But if this 
gentleman means that there is not the word " Bishop^' or 
any word equivalent thereto, in any part of our Ordinal, 
anybody that will be at the pains to consult it will find 
that he is as much mistaken in this as he has been before 
about the Ordinal for Priests. And because our Ordinals 
are not commonly published along with «our Common 
Prayers for vulgar use, I shall show the several passages in 
it, wherein both the name and office of a Bishop are parti- 
cularly expressed and distinguished. But it shall be as I 
find it in Bishop BramhalFs book, for the sake of his judi- 
cious observations upon each particular. 

* The form of Episcopal Ordination, used at the same 
time when hands are imposed, is the same both in their 

3 Pontificale Rom^num, vol. i. p. 88, edit. 1735. 
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form and ours, " Receive the Holy Ghost.'* And if these 
words be considered singly, in a divided sense from the rest 
of the office, there is nothing, either in our form or theirs, 
which doth distinctly and reciprocally express Episcopal 
power and authority. But if these words be considered 
conjointly in a compounded sense, there is enough to ex- 
press Episcopal power and authority distinctly, and as 
much in our form as theirs. 

' First, two Bishops present the Bishop elect to the Arch- 
bishop of the province with these words : " Most Reverend 
" Father in God, we present unto you this godly and well- 
" learned man to be consecrated Bishop*' There is one ex- 
pression. 

* Then the Archbishop causeth the King's letters-patent 
to be produced and read, which require the Archbishop to 
consecrate him a Bishop. There is a second expression. 

* Thirdly, the new Bishop takes his oath of canonical 
obedience. " /, A. B., elected Bishop of the Church and 
" See of C,y do promise and profess all reverence and due 
" obedience to the Archbishop and Metropolitical Church of 
" Z). and his successors** This is a third expression. 

' Next, the Archbishop exhorts the whole assembly to 
solemn prayer for this person thus elected and presented, 
before they admit him to that office (that is, the office of a 
Bishop), whereunto they hope he is called by the Holy 
' Ghost, after the example of Christ before He did choose 
His Apostles, and the Church of Antioch before they laid 
hands upon Paul and Barnabas. This is a fourth ex- 
pression. 

* Then foUoweth the Litany, wherein there is this express 
petition for the person to be ordained Bishop ; " We be- 
" seech Thee to give Thy blessing and grace to this ov/r bro- 
^' ther, elected Bishop, that he may discharge that office 
" whereunto he is called, diligently, to the edification of Thy 
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" Church'' To which all the congregation answer, " Hear 
" us, O Lord, we beseech Thee." Here is a fifth expression. 

* Then followeth this prayer, wherewith the Litany is con- 
cluded ; Almighty God, the Giver of all good things, which 

bg Thy Holy Spirit hast constituted divers orders of Mi- 
" nisters in Thy Church, vouchsafe, we beseech Thee, to look 
graciously upon this Thy servant, now called to the office 
{the work and ministry) of a Bishop" This is the sixth 
expression. 

* Next, the Archbishop telleth him he must examine him 
before he admit him to that administration whereunto he 
is called ; and maketh a solemn prayer for him " that God 

who hath constituted some Prophets, some Apostles, &c. 
to the edification of His Church, would grant to this His 
servant the grace to use the authority committed to him to 
" edification, not destruction ; to distribute food in due 
season to the family of Christ, as becometh a faithful 
and prudent Steward.*' This authority can be no othex 
than Episcopal authority, nor his stewardship any other 
thing than Episcopacy. This is a seventh expression., 

* Then followeth imposition of hands by the Archbishop 
and all the Bishops present, with these words, " Receive 
the Holy Ghost, 8fc'' And, lastly, the tradition of the 
Bible into his hands, exhorting him to behave himself to- 
wards the flock of Christ as a Pastor, not devouring but 
feeding the flock ; all this implieth Episcopal authority. 
They may except against Christ's own form of ordaining 
His Apostles if they will, and against the form used by 
their own Church ; but, if they be suflicient forms, our form 
is suflicient.*' — Bramhall's Consecration and Succession of 
Protestant Bishops justified, 8(c., page 484. 



4 Cardinal Pole and Pope Paul IV. confirmed aU without ex- 
ception that were ordained according to this form, provided thai 
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The Archbishop might have also directed the 
reader's attention to the injunction to "minister 
discipline," and to the last Rvhric and Prayer. 

Dr. BowdeUy in his Apostolic Origin of Episcopacy, 
furnishes us with another reply. 

*^ I appeal to the Ordination Offices, which are the public 
standards of the Church, and which were compiled by 
Cranmer and others in the year 1550. You, Sir, indeed 
endeavour to preclude us from that plea by observing that, 
" those who insist on this argument forget that the Ordi- 
" nation service, as it now stands, differs considerably from 
" that which was dravm up by Cranmer and his associates." 

But to come to the point. In the year 1549, 

not long after Edwards accession to the throne, an Act 
passed the Parliament for drawing up an Ordinal. The 
Act being short, I shall transcribe from Collier so much as 
will answer my purpose. After premising the object of 
the Act to be concord and imity, it proceeds to say, " It is 
"requisite to have one uniform fashion and manner for 
"making and consecrating of Bishops, Priests, Deacons 
"or Ministers of the Church. Be it therefore enacted 
" by the King's Highness, with the assent of the Lords 
" Spiritual and Temporal, and the Commons, in this present 
" Parliament assembled, and by the authority of the same, 
" that such form and manner of making and consecrating 
"of Archbishops, Bishops, Priests, Deacons, and other 
" Ministers of the Church, &c." 

" From this Act it is evident that the formation of differ- 
ent offices for different orders was contemplated. It is 
therefore reasonable to suppose that the intention of the 

they would unite themselves to the Roman Catholic Church. — 
See Brcmhall, p. 444. 

F 
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Act was fulfilled, and that different offices were actually 
framed for different orders. This was, in fact, the case. 

But those who are ever looking out for some slight de- 
fect, upon which they may ground an objection, have said 
that in the Ordinal set forth in Edward's reign the words 
for conveying the Bishop's character are not the same as 
in the present Ordinal. Thus, in the latter, the words are. 

Receive the Holy Ghost for the office and work of a 
Bishop^' 8(c. But in the former the words were, " Take 
the Holy Ghost ; remember that thou stir up^'' S^c. Here, 
say they, the word " Bishop'' was not used, and therefore 
it could not have been determined to what office the per- 
son on whom hands were laid was designed. 

This, Sir, is one of the weakest and most idle cavils I 
have ever seen. It was first started by the Papists ; and 
the Puritans, although folly is marked upon " the head and 
front of it," were not ashamed to repeat it. Collier,^ in 
answer to it, observes, that " although the word * Bishop'' is 
" not used, (at the time of imposing hands,) yet there is a 
" plain distinction in other parts of the office. For instance, 
" there is an express declaration of two Bishops that the 
" person present is to be consecrated to their own order. 
" There are more questions put to him by the Archbishop 
" than are mentioned in the office for ordaining Priests ; 
" some of which suppose a superior authority in his charac- 
" ter, and that the exercise of discipline and the govem- 

ment of a Diocese are branches of his function. The 
" Archbishop and two other Bishops lay their hands upon 
" the head of the elect ; whereas at the ordination of a 
" Priest this rite is performed by the Diocesan, with some 
" Priests assisting." It is, therefore, not to be denied with 
any appearance of reason, that the first and second Ordi- 



* JEccl. Hist. vol. V. p. 383, edit. 1840. 
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nal are precisely the same as to intention, distinction of 
office, and conveyance of authority. 

" As a further proof that a new office was conferred by 
the old Ordinal, I would observe, in the words of Dr. 
Chandlevj^ that, " in the Ordination of Presbyters, a dis- 
" tinction of their office from that of Bishop immediately 

follows. They are declared to have, and the declaration 
"implies that they have, in virtue of that Ordination, 
" only the power of absolving penitents, and of dispensing 
" the Word and Sacraments ; and that in such congregation 
" as they should be appointed to. There is not the least 

appearance of Episcopal powers, nor of any authority 
" which is not at this day given by the Church of England 
" to Presbyters. But in the Ordination of Bishops there 

is not the least restraint ; the words are left general, as 
" they were used by Christ in ordaining His Apostles ; 
" and all the ordinary authority, which they were origin- 
" ally intended to express, is conveyed by them without 
" diminution. So that in one case there is only a limited 

commission given ; but in the other a commission without 
" any restriction or limitation, and consequently extending 
" to all ecclesiastical offices, which, in fact, is also intend- 
" ed." 

" Bishop Burnef^ also argues correctly and forcibly upon 
this point. 

" It is to be considered that all Ecclesiastical Orders being 
from the influence and operation of the Holy Ghost, which 
" being one, yet hath different operations for the different 
" administrations \ therefore the concomitant actions, words, 
" and circumstances must show for which administration the 
" Holy Ghost is prayed for, since that general prayer is 

® Appeal further defended, p. 42. 

7 Vindication of the Ordinations of the Church of England, 
p. 64. 

f2 
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made for all ; but| the functions being differenti the same 
** Holy Ghost works differently in them alL Therefore it 
is plain, from the practice of our SaviouTi that there is no 
" need of expressing in the very words of Ordination tffhat 
" power is thereby given, since our Saviour did not express 
" it; but what He said both before and after did determine 
the sense of those general words to the Apostolical func- 
" tion. Again, the whole office of consecrating Bishops 
shows very formally and expressly what power is given in 
those (general) words. Now, though the writers of the 
Church of Rome would place the form of Consecration on 
" some imperative words ; yet we see no reason for that, but 
the complex of the whole office is that which is to be 
chiefly considered, and so must determine the sense of 
these words. So that a Priest being presented to be made 
a Bishop, the King's mandate being read for that effect, 
he swearing canonical obedience as Bishop elect, prayers 
being put up for him as such, together with other circum- 
stances which make it plain what they are about ; those 
" general words axe by these qualified and restrained to that 
" sense.** 

As a further proof that the Reformers maintained a dis* 
tinction of offices in the Church, they expressly said in their 
Preface to the old Ordinal, " It is evident unto all men^ di- 
^^ligently reading Holy Scripture and ancient authors^ 

that from the Apostles^ time there have been these orders 
" of ministers in Christ's Church, — Bishops, Priests, and 

Deacons.''' Still farther; the prayers in the old Ordi- 
nal expressly mentioned the appointment of divers orders 
by the Holy Ghost. Thus, at the Ordination of a Bishop, 
the prayer was just the same as it is now. " Almighty 
" God, Giver of all good things, who by Thy Holy Spirit 

hast appointed divers orders of ministers in Thy Church, 
" mercifully behold this Thy servant now called to the work 
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^* and ministry of a Bishop," &c. The same declaration, 
that the Holy Spirit appointed * divers orders ' in the Church, 
was likewise in the prayers used at the Ordination of a 
Priest, and of a Deacon. 

^* Now, it is a consequence obvious to common sense, that 
when a Committee was appointed for the express purpose 
of composing distinct offices for the Ordination of Bishops^ 
Priests, and Deacons; when three distinct pffices were 
actually composed; when in the Preface to these offices 
three distinct Orders were particularly enumerated; and 
when in the prayers of each office it is expressly declared 
that divers Orders were appointed by the Holy Ghost ; and, 
lastly, when in the service for consecrating a Bishop it is 
explicitly said that the elect is to be admitted into the 
office of a Bishop : when, I say, these things are consider- 
edj it is obvious to common sense that the Reformers be- 
lieved that Bishops were superior to Presbyters by Apostolic 
institution*** — Testimony of the Reformers, Letter xiv. 
pages 19-25. 

I would ask, then, could Mr. Northcote have read 
with any attention the form of consecrating a Bishop, 
when he asserted that the Ordinal of Edward was 
" a form of words not even irreconcileable with Pres- 
by terianism ?" 

Having stated the supposed defects in the Or- 
dinal of Edward VI., Mr. Northcote tells us® that 
"these defects are the more important, because 
Cranmer, Barlow, and sevet'ol others who were prin- 
cipaUt/ concerned in framing the new Ordinal, had, 
on a previous occasion, distinctly affirmed that Con- 
secration was not necessary; that Princes might 

® Letter ix. p. 105. 
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by their own authority appoint Priests and Bishops, 
and that such appointment alone was sufficient,** 
&c. — Now I must confess that I read this passage 
with much regret ; for though I do not believe that 
Mr. N. intentionally deviated from the truth, yet I 
think that, before he made so sweeping an assertion, 
he ought to have enquired how far he was borne out 
by the testimony of history. A very little diligence 
would have enabled him to avoid such serious 
misrepresentations. Mr. N. speaks of "a previous 
occasion," referring to that of the commission* 

9 But this matter deserves to be a little more particularly treated 
of. The King (Hen. YIII.) had appointed several of the eminent 
Divines of bis realm to deliberate about sundry points of religion 
tben in controversy, and to give in tbeir sentences distinctly. 

And tbat in regard of tbe Germans And also in regard 

of a more exact review of tbe Institution of a Christian Man, put 
forth about two or three years before (1537), and now intended 
to be publisbed again, as a more perfect piece of religious in- 
struction for tbe people. Tbe King, therefore, being minded 
thoroughly to sift divers points of religion, tben started and much 
controvert^, commanded a particular number of Bisbops, and 
otber bis learned Obaplains and Dignitaries (1540), to compare 
tbe rites and ceremonies and tenets of tbe present Cburcb by tbe 
Scriptures, and by tbe most ancient writers ; and to see bow feur 
tbe Scripture or good antiquity did allow of tbe same. And this 
I suppose be did at tbe instigation of Arcbbisbop Oranmer. Tbe 
names of tbe Commissioners were tbese : Cranmer, Arcbbisbop of 
Canterbury ; Lee, Arcbbisbop of York ; Bonner, Bishop of Lon- 
don ; Tunstal, Bishop of Durbam ; (Gardiner, Bishop of Win- 
chester ;) Barlow, Bisbop of St. David's ; Aldricb, Bishop of Car- 
lisle ; Skip, Bisbop of Hereford ; Hetbe, Bisbop of Rochester ; 
Thirleby, Bisbop elect of Westminster ; Doctors, Cox, Robinson, 
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issued by Henry VIII. in the year 1540, nine 
years prior to the office of Ordination being reformed. 
Supposing Mr. N.'s assertion to be true, I do not 
see how the "peculiar conceits*'^® of some of the 

I)ay, Oglethorpe, Redman, Edgeworth, Symonds, Tresham, 
Lejghton, Curwen, and Orayford. And first, the doctrine of the 
Sacraments was examined, hj propounding seventeen distinct 
questicmsy drawn up, as I have reason to conclude, hy the Arch- 
hishop, on which the Divines were to consult ; hut each one was 
to set down in writing his sense of every of these questions 
singly and succinctly." — Strype's Memorials of Archbishop Cran- 
mer, vol. i. p. 110. 

It is important to remark, that the answers of these Bishops 
and Divines formed the data for drawing up the Erudition of a 
Christian Man in 1543. See Lingard's History of Englandy 
vol. iv. p. 310; Todd's Life of Archbishop Cranmer, vol. i. 
pp. 298 and 332 ; and Wheatly ow the Common Prayer, p. 25. 

^® As the Resolviiom of several Bishops and Divines of some 
questions concerning the Sacraments" in 1540, have heen, and are 
frequently quoted, to show that our Reformers were Preshyte- 
rian in their principles," and only retained Episcopal Ordina- 
tion for form's sake," I will give the following summary of their 
opinions from Courayer, 

" Now it appears hy the answers made to the questions ahove 
mentioned, that the majority of the Prelates and Divines were 
not of the same opinion with Cranmer. 

As, for instance, upon the seventh question, excepting 
Cranmer and Barlow, almost all agree upon the efficacy of the 
Sacraments ; * Conveniunt omnes, proeter Menevensem, naiuram 
' septem Sacram^ntorum nobis tradi in Scripturis, Eloracensis 

* efectus svngulorum enumerat, item Carliolensis.^ Upon the ninth 
question, viz. ' Whether the Apostles, lacking a higher power, as 

* in not having a Christian King among them, made Bishops by 
' that necessity, or by authority given by God ]' They all agreed 
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Bishops and Divines, in 1540, can affect the dear 
and authoritatiTe testimony borne by the Church 



that ' Christ had given this power to HU Apostles; Omnes eowv^ 
niunt Apostolos divmUtts acc^fnsse potestatem crecmdi JSpiaoepofx 
and I do not find that anj one feH into Cranmers error, vho was 
of opinion that there was no necessity for any further ceremonies 
to make a Bishop, than there was for any oth^ hj magistrate; 
and that the rites made use of were more for deoen<^ than out 
of necessity* Upon the eleventh question — ' Whether a Bishop 

* hath authority to make a Priest by the Scripture^ or no ? and 
' whether any other but a Bishop only may make a Priest?' — all, 
excepting Barlow, Bishop of St. David, were of opinion that 
^ Bishops had the said power f * Convenit ommbus prceter Mene- 

* vensem, Episoopos habere authoritatem mstitiiendi Presbyteros / 
and almost all agree that they alone have this power : * JEboreh 
*. censis videtur omnmo denegare aliis hanc potestatem. Redmay- 
' nus, SymnumSy Bobertsontis, Leightonus, Thirlbyy Corremts, Bof- 
*/ensiSy Bdgworthus, OglethorpuSy CarUolensis, nusquam legeruwt 

< alios usos fuisse hac potestateJ To the ttoelfth query, which 
regards the necessity of Ordvrustion, almost all were of a contrary 
opinion to Granmer and Barlow, and did acknowledge the neces^ 
sity of Consecration. * Bespondent Bboracensis, Londinensis, 
' Carliolensis, Leighton, Tresham, Bobertsonus, kc., consecrationem 
' esse regwisiiam, Bedmaynus ait earn reeeptam esse ab Apostolis, 

* aJtque a Spiritu Sancto institiUam ad conferendam gratiam, 

* Dayus, Boffensis^ Symnums aiunt Sacerdotitm conferri per 

* manuum impositionemy idque e Scripturis; Consecrationem vera 
' diu reeeptam in JEcdesia. Coxus instittUumem cum manuum 

* imposUione sufficere, neque per Scripturam requiri Consecra- 
' tionem,^ &c. To the fourteenth, * Whether it be forefended by 
^ God's law, that, (if it so fortune that all the Bishops and Priests 
' of a r^on were dead, and that the word of God should remain 

< there unpreached, and the Sacrament of Baptism and others 
' unministered,) the King should make Bishops Y &c, few were 
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of England in the year 1549, in the Preface^ 
the Ordinal in question, as to there hatmg been 
from the Apostks^ time these orders of Ministers in 
Chris fs Church, Bishops, Priests j and Deacons ; 
which officers (says the Chnrch) were ever more 
had in such reverent estimation, that no man by 

of Cranmer*s opinion. ' Fateniur, tU prius, omnes LaiooB posse 
' docere. Eb&racmsis, Symnums, Oglethorp, negant posse ordmare 
' Fresbyteros ; tamen coneedit Eboracemis haptieare, et corUrahere 
* nuUrimonia ; Edgwortk, tarUtm haptieare posse ; nam st^fficere 
< di4!it ad saltUetn,* &c. These opposite sentiments of the majo- 
rity of the Prelates and Divines, to those of Cranmer, make it 
plain enough that the refonnation of the Liturgy was not blindly 
abandoned to the views and erroneous o^nions of this Arch- 
bishop. 

It is therefore not true, (as it was supposed,) that those em- 
ployed to reform the Liturgy * were Pred>yterians in their prin- 
ciples, or that they only preserved Episcopal Ordination for 
form's sake, or that they looked upon Consecration to he useless. 
The errors of some cannot with justice be imputed to the whole : 
and at the very time when the charms of novelty increased the 
number of the innovators, a great many Divines, and a good part 
of the Clergy, remained firm in the defence of the Hierarchy ; 
and there has not been found in any Church more zealous de- 
fenders of Episcopacy than have appeared in the Church of En^^* 
land since the Schism.*^ f — Defence of the Validity of English 
Ordinations, p. 154. See also Todd's Life of Cranmer, voL i. 
pp. 299—310. 

1 Probably drawn up by Archbishop Cranmer, 

* I shall examine by and by more at large the above Resolur 
tions,^ so far as they were expressed by the compilers of the Book 
of Common Prayer and the framers of Edward! s Ordinal. 

t My readers must bear in mind that the above author was 

Eomanist, 
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his own private authority might presume to ex- 
ecute any of them, except he were first called, tried, 
examined, and known to have such qualities as 
were requisite for the same; and also by public 
prat/er, with imposition of hands, approved and ad- 
mitted thereunto ;^ and I think that I have also made 
it apparent, in what I have already advanced, that an 
express declaration, on the part of the Church, of 
the separate, distinct, and subordinate character of 
these three several Orders pervades the entire 
Ordinal. But is Mr. Northcote^s assertion true, that 
^^Cranmer, Ba/rlow^ and several others, who were 
principally concerned in framing the new Ordinal, 
had distinctly affirmed that Consecration was not 
necessary, and that appointment by the Prince was 
alone sufficient to make a Bishop ? May 1 ask, 
who were these "several others?" May I ask, who 
informed Mr. Northcote that Bishop Barlow was 
at aU concerned in framing the new Ordinal 
Nay, I might ask him how he proves that Arch- 
bishop Cranmer was himself engaged in reforming 
the three offices ? But I contend not for victory, 
but for truth ; and I reply to Mr. Northcote by 
saying, that, though in all probability Cranmer was 
one of the commissioners,^ Barlow, as far as we can 
ascertain, was not; and that, moreover, not one 
of them, with the exception of Cranmer, of whom 
I shall presently speak more at large, had expressed 

2 The Act speaks only of " six Prelates, and six other men of 
this realm learned in God's law." 
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the sentiments imputed to them by Mr. Northcote ; 
nay, that they had, (so far as they had expressed 
them,) recorded opinions' directly the reverse. I 
presume that Mr. N. admits, with Heylyn^ and 
other writers, that "the same persons who had 
been before employed in compiling the Liturgy^ were 
now made use of to draw up our Ordinal'^ ^ If 
this be not admitted, we shall, I believe, look in 
vain for further information as to the names of the 
commissioners ; for Strype'^ tells us that he "does not 
meet with any of their names, excepting that of 

^ That this is not a mere hastj assertion, my readers may 
learn from the &ct^ that of the thirteen compilers of the Liturgy, 
Cranmery Skip, May, Cox, Redmayne, Eohertson, and Goodrich, 
had been engaged in drawing up the "Declaration of the Functions 
and Divine Institution of Bishops and Priests'^ (1536-8) ; that 
Thirlby was one of the compilers of the Eeudition (1543) ; that 
Taylor and Ridley were members of the sub- committee for pre- 
paring the Eeformatio Legum (1551) ; and that Day was an avowed 
Papist. The other two were Bishop HoJhech and Dr. Heynes, 

4 ^< The number of the Bishops^ and the learned men^ which are 
appointed by this Act, assure me that the King made choice of 
the very same whom he had formerly employed in composing the 
Liturgy." — History of {he Reformation, p. 82. 

^ " The commission " (to draw up the English Liturgy) " is 
probably not upon record ; and in the statute the Archbishop 
only is named. The other commissioners are there called " most 
learned and discreet Bishops, and other learned men of the 
realm." — See note in Shepherd's Introduction, <Ssc, p. 36. 

6 Courayer, upon the authority of Heylyn, gives the names of 
the thirteen Bishops and Divines mentioned in a subsequent 
note, as the framers of Edward's Ordinal, See p. 187, edit. 1844. 

7 Life of Cranmer, vol. i. p. 273, edit. 1812. 
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Hethe^ Bishop of Worcester," who declined -to act. 
He adds, that " the chief of them, no doubt, was 
the Archbishop." Taking for granted, then, that 
the compilers of the Litwrgy^ and the commissionensr 

8 The compilers of our Liturgy, according to the authority of 
Strype, Memorials, voL ii pt. 1. p. 134, edit. 1822, and of Ful- 
ler, Church History^ p. 386, and of Heylyn, History of the Be- 
formation, p. 57, and of Collier,* £ccl. Hist., voL v. p. 246, edit. 
1840, and of Wheatly on the Common Prayer, p. 86, and of 
Shepherd, Elucidation of the C. P. Introduction, p. 36, (where 
see note,) and of Nichols on the Common Prayer, Preface, p. 5, 
and of Glocester Bidley, in his Life of Bishop Ridley, p. 222, 
and of Downes, Lives of the Compilers, d:c., p. 152, were the fol- 
lowing : — Archhishop Cranmer, Bishops, Bidley, Goodrich, Hol- 
beoh, Thirlhy, Skip, and Day, and Drs. Taylor, Cox, May, Bo- 
bertson, Heynes, and Bedmayne.t The list given by Courayer, 
though ostensibly that of the compilers, seems to be that of the 

godly Bishops, and other learned and religious men, who were 



* Notwithstanding the note, p. 16, in the new edit, of Courayer, 
(1844,) I must still claim Collier as a testimony in my fiEtvor : I 
think, with deference, that a perusal of the passages referred to in 
Collier and Heylyn, and even in Burnet, prove that Collier, in 
speaking of ' a different list,' aUudes to the list of commissioners 
for drawing up an * order for administering the Holy Ericharitt 
in English^ and not to that for revising the Liturgy, He 
distinctly says, speaking of the shorter list of thirteen commis- 
sioners, were the persons who afterwards made the first 
Liturgy/* The Editor will pardon me for drawing his attention 
to a misprint in the above note, viz. 1520 instead of 1550. I 
must add, that I much regret not having had the advantage of 
consulting the very valuable notes, <kc. by the learned Editor of 
Courayer, until I had nearly completed my labors. 

t The above list of the compilers of the Liturgy is adopted by 
Bishop Mant, Bishop Short, the author of the History of the 
Churdi, of England (J. B. S. Carwithen), and other modem 
writers. 
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appointed to draw np the new Ordinal,^ constituted 
one and the same body, may I be allowed to ask 
the name of any one commissioner, (with the above 
lexception, which I shall examine by and by,) who 
" had distinctly affirmed that Consecration was not 
necessary; that Princes might by their own au- 
thority appoint Priests and Bishops, and that such 

no less busily employed (the same year) in the Castle of Wind- 
sor, appointed by the King's command to consult together about 
one uniform Order for administering the Holy Commwiion in the 
English tongvs, under both kinds, of bread and toimJ' — Published 
in March 1548. See Heylyn's Hist, of Bef. p. 57. Heylyn 
thinks that these framers of the new Communion Office, and 
the compilers of the Liturgy^ were one and the same body, and 
gives the above names as constituting the commissioners. — Ni- 
chols makes the same assertion, adding that the same thirteen 
persons prepared the public services for other special occasions. 
At all events, Courayer would by his references make the number 
of the framers of the Ordinal twenty-four, whereas they were 
limited to twelve by the Act of Parliament ; neither is this passage 
consistent with that referred to in the previous note ; — ^nor does 
Collier, to whom he refers, substantiate his assertion. The reader 
must bear in mind, that there were three commissions issued, one for 
drawing up " a new Office for the Communion only " (published 
in March 1548); another, for compiling " a complete LiJbargy, or 
Form of Public Prayer,^ set forth by an Act of 2 & 3 Edw. VI. 
(adopted by Parliament, November 1548); and a third, for draw- 
ing up the Ordinal, pursuant to the 3 <fe 4 Edw, VI., published 
in March 1549). — See Kennett's Hist, of Eng, vol. ii. p. 290, 
nx>te; and Jenkins' Remains of Archbishop Cranmer, Preface, pp, 
50 — 52, and 375, noU. 

9 The number was limited to twelve by the 3rd of Edw. VI, 
ch. 12. 
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appointment alone was sufficient;'' and, "that the 
only reason why the Apostles made Bishops on their 
own authority was, that there were at that time no 
Christian Princes to whose orders they might sub* 
mit themselves !" I am aware that some confusion 
arises from the difficulty of ascertaining the precise 
sense in which " the Bishops and Divines,'' and in 
their replies to "some questions concerning the 
sacraments," in 1540, used the terms " making^'' " cm- 
secratinffy'' &c. &c. In the language of Dr. Redmayne^ 
one of the respondents, " it is to be considered that in 
this question, with other like, this word * maker of a 
Bishop or Priest' may be taken two ways: for 
understanding the word to * ordain,^ or ^comecraie^ 
so it is a thing which pertainelh to the Apostles and 
their smcessors only; but if by this word ^ making^ 
be understood the appointing or naming to the 
office, so it pertaineth specially to the supreme 
heads and governors of the Church, which be 
Princes." Again, in the reply of Dr. Cox to the 
twelfth question, " whether in the New Testament 
be required any consecration of a Bishop and Priest, 
or only appointing to the office be sufficient viz. 
"that by Scripture there is no consecration of Bishops 
and Priests required, but only the appointing to the 
office of a Priest, cum impositione manuum^^ it is 
evident that he attached a different sense to the 
word consecration from that which it bears now, or 
in fact, was applied to it at the time by the other 
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Divines/® It will be observed that Cox speaks of 
the consecration of Bishops and Priests as not being 
required, but only the appointing to the office of a 
Priest, **per impositionem manuum^^ admitting the 
necessity of ordination.^ To the ninth question, 
" virhether the Apostles, lacking a higher power, as 
in not having a Christian King among them, made 
Bishops by that necessity, or by authority given 
them of God ? " Dr. Coa? replies, " Although the 
Apostles had no authority to force any man to be 
Priest, yet they, moved by the Holy Ghost, had 
authority of God to exhort and induce men to set 
forth God^s honour, and so to make Priests.''^ 
And again, in the eleventh question, "whether 
a Bishop hath authority to make a Priest by 
the Scripture, or no?" Dr. Coa? replies, Bishops 
have authority, as is aforesaid of the Apostles in 
the tenth question, to make Priests!^ That the 
term " consecration was used by the different 
Divines in a very different sense, may be learnt 
from the answers of Dr. Day and others. Thus 
Bishop Heath, who held the Divine Right of Epis- 



10 And it may add by Dr. Cox himself, when in 1549 he assisted 
in drawing up " The Form of Consecrating of an ArcMmhop 
or Bishop*^ 

* Dr. Cox was one of the Divines who drew up the Reformatio 
Legum in 1551, and the Institution of a Christian Man in 1537, 
in the latter of which " the invisible grace imparted at Ordination 
by the imposition of the Bishop's hands" is distinctly admitted. 
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copeun/t says " the Scripture speaketh de impositione 
mantis et de oratione ; and of other manner of come- 
cration I find no mention in the New Testament 
expressly, but the old authors make mention of 
Inunctions."' Dr. Day (who was, as Strype tells us, 
**a strong Papist^) says, " Consecration of Bishops and 
Priests I read not in the New Testament; but ordinatio 
per manuum impositionem cum oratione is read there ; 
and the ordy appointment to the office of a Priest^ as 
I think, is not sufficient.'^ And yet he replies to the 
question as to the authority of a Bishop to make 
a Priest,"" that *^ Bishops have authority by Scrip- 
ture to ordain Bishops and Priests^ John xx. * Hujus 
rei gratia rdiqui te Creta, ut constituas oppidatim 
preshyteros^ " Tit. i. Acts xiv. Drs. Redmayne^ Ro- 
hertsofti^ Leighton^ Tresham^ and others, say that, 
" Besides the appointing to the office, it appeareth. 
that in the primitive Church the Apostles used 
certain consecration of the Ministers of the Church, 
hf imposition of hands ^ and prayer^ and with fasting!^ 
{Redmayne.) " Opinor requiri consecrationem quan- 
dam, hoc est impositionem manuum^ orationem^ jejt^ 
nium^' &c. {Robertson.) I suppose that there is a 
consecration required, as by imposition of hands; 
for so we be taught by the ensample of the Apos- 
tles." {Leighton.) " There is a certain kind of con- 

^ 1 should add, that Dr. T. EoberUan also, with Dn Cox, 
was engaged, in the year 1537, in drawing up the Institution of a 
Christian Man, in which the Episcopal functions are clearly 
maintained. 
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secration required, which is imposition of the 
Bishop's hmdsy with prayer; and the appointment 
only i£i not sufficient.'^ {Tresham.) It will be seen by 
these extracts that though Drs. Coa^ and Day objected 
to the term consecration^^ which was admitted by most 
of the other Divines, yet that they all agree as to 
the mode of conveying the commission, ^^per manuum 
impositionem."' My readers must not, however, sup- 
pose that "several others, who were principally 
concerned in framing the new Ordinal, had, on a 
previous occasion,*' recorded opinions even as vague 
and loose as those of Drs. Cow and Day. It will 
hardly be believed, after Mr. Northcote's positive as- 
sertion, that only sia^ (we might, perhaps, say but five) 
of the framers of the new Ordinal had ed^essed any 
opinion erf afl, as far as we have any record, on the 
subject of the questions propounded in 1540 ! Of 
thcise six, Drs. Robertson and Bsdmayne thus speak : 
" Opinor (says the former) Apostolos authoritate divina 
creasse Episcopos et Presbyteros^ ubi publicus magis- 
tratus permisit." Again, " Opinor Episcopum habere 
auihoritatem creandi sacerdotem.'' .... He then adds, 
" ordinat. conferr. gratiam, Yid. Ec. Homil. Ix." Dr. 
Redmayne^ (whom Strype calls " one of the solidest 

* It is, however, worthy of remark, that in the new Ordinal of 
1549, of which Drs. Cox and Daj were compilers, the titles ran 
thus : " The Form oiConsecratmg of an Archbishop and Bishop" 
— " The Form of Ordering Priests." In the review of 1662 the 
first title was altered thus : " The Form of Ordaining or Cmse- 
crating of an Archbishop or Bishop." 

G 
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and best read Divines in the land/') writes, '^Christ 
gave His Apostles authority to make oilier Bishops and 
Ministers of the Chwrch^ as He had received authority 
of the Father to make them Bishops ; " and adds, that 
it was meet that they which were special and most 
elect servants of our Saviour Christ, and were sent 
by Him to convert the world, and having most 
abundantly the Holy Ghost in them, should have 
special ordering of such ministry as pertained to the 
planting and increasing of the faith/' He then 
says, that, " to ordain or consecrate is a thing which 
pertaineth to the Apostles and their successors mdyT 
Again, Dr. Redmayne writes, " As for making^ that 
is to say, ordaining and consecrating of Priests, I 
think it specially belongeth to the office of a Bishop;, 
as far as can be showed by Scripture, or any example, 
as I suppose, from the beginning The opinions of 
Drs. Day and Cojp we have considered already, and 
have seen that they are very far from supporting 
the assertion of Mr. Northcote ; and we must bear 
in mind that Dr. Cox had, in 154t), subscribed to 
the declaration that — " Orders is a holy rite or 
ceremony, instituted by Christ and His Apostles in 
the New Testament, and doth consist of two parts, 
that is to say, of a spiritual and invisible grace, 
and also of an outward and a visible sign. The 
invisible gift (W* grace conferred in the sacrament 
(of Orders) is nothing else but the power, the office, 
and the authority before mentioned. The visible 
and outward sign is the prayer, and imposition of the 
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Bishop-s hands upon the person that receiveth the said 
gift or grace. And to the intent the Church 
of Christ should never be destitute of such Minis- 
ters as should have and execute the said power 
of the keys^ it was also ordained and commanded by 
the Apostles, that the same sacrament should be 
applied and administered by the Bishop, ^rom time 
to time, to such other persons as had the qualities 
necessarily required thereunto ; which said qualities 
the Apostles did also very diligently describe, as it 
appeareth evidently in the third ch. of Tim. and 
first of Tit." — Institution of a Christian Man. Dr. 
Cox also assisted in drawing up the Reformatio 
Legum^ in 1551. But what will my readers say 
when I repeat that Dr. Day also (then Bishop 
of Chichester,) though appointed a commissioner 
for compiling the Liturgy, and subsequently for 
framing^ the new Ordinal^ was " a strong Papist^' 
notwithstanding his replies to the seventeen ques- 
tions; that he was deprived of his see for not 
taking down the Popish altars in his diocese ; that 
he reproved his college for favouring the Refor- 
mation and leaving off masses ; sided with Gardiner 
against Cranmer ; and in Mary's reign was a violent 
persecutor of the Protestant Bishops and others ! 



4 Dowries says, upon the authority of Heylyn, that Day's name 
was omitted in the latter commission ; but Heylyn seems to have 
hazarded a conjecture. Courayer gives the name of Bishop Day, 
when he enumerates the commissioners. 

g2 
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" In truth (says Strype^), in the composing of that 
Office (the Common Prayer) choice was made, not 
so much of men with respect to their opinions, as to 
their great learning and knowledge in the usages and 
practice of the ancient Church. For Bishop Day^ an- 
other of them, (besides Redmayne^) was a strong Pa- 
pist; and so was Robertson affected, and not much 
otherwise was Bishop Skip!'^ Be it remembered that 
Bishop Skip (and probably Bishop Day) and Drs. 
Robertson and Redmayne assisted in drawing up 
the Ordinal, in which Mr. Northcote says ^'Episcopacy 
was retained only for fortrCs sake^ and rather as a civil 
than an ecclesiastical dignity!" But we must pro- 
ceed with the " resolutions.'' The remaining two 
were those of Archbishop Cranmer and Bishop 
Thirlhy. Bishop Thirlby^ thus writes : " Making of 
Bishops hath two parts ; appointment, and ordering. 
Appointment, which the Apostles by necessity made 
by common election, and sometimes by their own 
several assignment, could not then be done by 
Christian Princes, because at that time they were 
not ; and now at these days appertaineth to Chris- 
tian Princes and Rulers. But in the ordering^ where^ 
in grace is conferred (as afore,) the Apostles did 
follow the ride taught by the Holy Ghost, per manuum 
impositionem, cum oratione et jejunio^ Again : " A 

5 Memorials ^cclesiagticcU, voL ii. pt. 1, edit. 1822, 
^ According to Strype, Life of Cranmer, vol. i. p. Ill, and 
vol. ii. p. 749, edit. 1812. See also Bishop ThirUn^s opinions, as 
stated by Burnet, in the Collection of Records, Book iii. No. 21. 
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Bishop, having authority of his Christian Prince to 
give orders, may by his ministry ^ given to him of 
God in Scripture^ ordain a Priest. And we 
read not that any other, not being a Bishop, hath, 
since the beginning of Chrisfs Church, ordered a 
Priest Again : " Only appointment is not sufficient, 
but consecration ; that is to say, imposition of hands, 
with fasting and prayer, is also required. For so 
the Apostles used to order them that were appointed; 
and so have been used continually ; and we have not 
read the contrary.^' I have thus examined the 
opinions of five^ of the commissioners who "on a 
previous occasion" had recorded their sentiments 
on the authority of the Episcopate; and I again 
ask, is Mr. Northcote's assertion true, that ''Cranmer, 
Barlow, and several others, who were principally 
concerned in framing the new Ordinal, had, on a 
previous occasion, distinctly affirmed that consecra- 
tion was not necessary; that Princes might, by 
their own authority, appoint Priests and Bishops ; 
and that such appointment alone was sufficient ; nay, 
that some went so far as to say, that the only reason 



' Of the remaining seven compilers (whose opinions on Epi- 
scopacy, it will be remembered, are not recorded in the celebrated 
" Resolutions *') Bishop Skip is accused by Strype of having been 
affected with Popery ; and Bishops, Goodrich and Ridley, and Drs. 
Taylor and May, were four of the committee for drawing up the 
Reformatio Legum, in which Episcopacy is clearly maintained in 
all its efficiency." — See Jenkins' Remains of Archbishop Cranmer, 
Preface, p. 110, note. 
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why the Apostles made Bishops on their own 
authority was, that there were at that time no 
Christian Princes to whose orders they might submit 
themselves''? Verily, Mr. Northcote must have 
read the " resolutions of the Bishops and Divines " 
in 1540, with a very inattentive or a very prejudiced 
mind ! 

The opinion of Archhishop Cranmer alone re- 
mains to be considered. I am willing to admit, that, 
in the Archbishop's replies in 1540, certain singular 
opinions" seem to be recorded on the "Ecclesiastical 
Functions,*' which are not conformable to the princi- 
ples maintained throughout the new Ordinal of 1549; 
but I think that, in fairness, Mr. N. should have 
informed his readers that Cranmer had, as Bishop 
Bwrnet expresses himself, quite " laid aside those 
peculiar conceits of his own" sia^ years at least prioT 
to the rejection of the Roman Pontifical and the 
introduction of the new Ordinal; and that in the 
years 1537 and 1538 he had not embraced these 

singular opinions."® I have said that certain sin- 
gular opinions seem to be recorded in the replies 
of the Archbishop in 1540, because I believe that 
some of Cranmer's answers may be capable of an in- 
terpretation, very different from that which is ge- 

8 At the end of Cranmer's replies to the seventeen questions 
appears this paragraph, written by the Archbishop himself : — 

T, Cantuarien, This is my opinion and sentence at this pre- 
sent, which nevertheless I do not temerariously define, but refer 
the judgment thereof wholly unto your Majesty." 
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nerally attached to them. How otherwise can we 
reconcile the opinions expressed in The Institution 
of a Christian Man^ drawn up under the immediate 
direction of the Archbishop, and of which he was 
the principal compiler, and published in 1537, and 
similar sentiments to which he subscribed in 
1536-8, when he signed a Declaration^ of the Func- 
tions and Divine Institution of Bishops and Priests^ 
with the replies of 1540, as commonly interpreted ? 
And we should bear in mind that assertions equally 

9 " -4 Declaration made of the Functions and Divine Institution 
of Bishops and Priests,'' signed by thirty-eight Bishops, Divines, 
and Canonists ; amongst "whom were seven of the compilers of the 
Book of Common Prayer, viz. Cranmer, Skip, Bobertson, Red- 
Toayne, May^ Cox, and Goodrich, " It declares, that the power 
of the Keys, and other Church functions, is formally distinct 
from the power of the Sword. That this power is not absolute, 
but to be limited to the rules that are in the Scripture, and is 
ordained only for the edification and good of the Church : that 
iMs power ought to he still preserved, since it was given by Christ 
as the mean of reconciling sinners to God* Orders were also de- 
clared a Sacrament, since they consisted of an outward action, 
instituted by Christ, and an inward grace conferred unth them, ; 
but that all inferior Orders, Janitors, Lectors, <fec., were brought 
into the Church to beautify and adorn it, and were taken from 
the Temple of the Jews : and that in the JSTew Testament there is 
no mention made but of Deacons or Ministers, and Priests or 
Bishops. Nor is there belonging to Orders any other ceremony 
mentioned in the Scripture but prayer and imposition of hands^' 
— Burnet's Hist, of the Ref vol. i. p. 345, and Wilkins' Concilia 
Mag, Brit. vol. iii. p. 834. The reader will find in Burnet {idem, 
p. 346) some explanatory remarks on the words Priests or 
Bishops." Though the " Declaration" is, in fact, nearly the same 
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strong in favour of Episcopacy pervade the Erudition 
of a Christian Man^ published in 1543, which was 
"chiefly/' Strype tells us, "of the Archbishop's com- 
posing," and his Catechism^ published in 1548. I 
shall leave the solution of the question in the hands 
of my readers ; but the following extracts from 
the Bishop's Book will show what were Cranmer's 
sentiments in 1537. 

We think it convenient (that proper and right) that 
all Bishops and Preachers shall instruct and teach the 
people committed imto their spiritual charge; 1st. how 
that Christ and His Apostles did institute and ordain in 
the New Testament, that, besides the civil powers and go- 
vernance of Kings and Princes, which is called potestas 



as the Exposition upon Orders in the InstUution of a Christian 
Man, it appears to have been a distinct document, and to have 
preceded the publication of the latter. A very interesting and 
important document will be found in Jenkins' Remains of Arck- 
bishop Granmer, (voL iv. p. 300,) entitled " De Ordine et Mmis- 
terio Sacerdotum et Episcoporum" from the pen of Cranmer. 
The date is supposed to be about 1538. The following brief 
extracts will suffice to show the opinions of the Archbishop at 
that time : " Sacerdotum et Episcoporum ordinem ac ministerivm 
non humana auctoritate sed dwi/nUus mstUtUum, Scriptura 

aperte docet Proi/nde potestatem seu functionem hanc Dei 

verhvm et sacramenta ministrandi cceterasque res agendi quas 
ante recensuimus, Christus ipse Apostolis suis dedit, et in iUis ac 
per Ulos eandem tradidit, hand promiscv/e quidem omnHnis, sed 
guihmdam duntaxat hominibusy nempe Episcopis et Presbyteris, 
qui ad istud muneris initiantur et admittuntvnrj** Throughout 
the document the two Orders are distinguished, Presbjteri et 
Episcopi." 
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Gladii, the power of the Sword," there should also be 
continually in the Church Militant certain other ministers 
or officers, which should have special power ^ authority^ and 
commission^ under Christ , to preach and teach the Word of 
God unto His people ; to dispense and administer the Sacra^ 
ments of Ood unto them, and by the same to confer and 
ffive the graces of the Holy Ohost ; to consecrate the blessed 
Body of Christ in the Sacrament of the altar ; to loose and 
absolve from sin all persons which be duly penitent and 
sorry for the same ; to bind and to excommunicate such as 
be guilty in manifest crimes and sins, and will not amend 
their defaults ; to order and consecrate others in the same 
room, order, and office, whereunto they be called and ad^ 
mitted themselves. It appeareth evidently that this power, 
office, and administration, is necessary to be preserved here 
in earth for three special and principal causes,. 1st. For 
that it is the commandment of God it should be so, as it 
appeareth in sundry places of Scripture. 2nd. For that 
God hath instituted and ordained none other ordinary 
mean or instrument whereby He will make us partakers of 
the reconciliation which is by Christ, and confer and give 
the graces of His Holy Spirit unto us, and make us the 
right inheritors of everlasting life, there to reign with Him 
forever in glory, but only His Word and Sacraments. And, 
therefore, the office and power to minister the said Word and 
Sacraments may in no wise be suJQfered to perish or to be 
abolished. 3rd. Because the said power and office or 
function hath annexed unto it assured promises of excellent 
and inestimable things ; for thereby is conferred and given 
the Holy Ghost, with all His graces, and finally our justifi- 
cation and everlasting life. Again, This office, this power, 
and authority was committed and given by Christ and His 
Apostles unto certain persons only ; that is to say, unto 
Priests and Bishops, whom they did elect, call, and admit 
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thereunto, by their prayer and imposition of their hands . . . 
Orders is a holy rite or ceremony instituted by Christ and 
His Apostles in the New Testament, and doth consist of 
two parts ; that is to say, of a spiritual and invisible grace, 
and also of an outward and a visible sign. The invisible 
gift or grace conferred in the Sacrament is nothing else but 
the power y the office, and the authority before mentioned. 
The visible and outward sign is the prayer and imposition of 
the Bishop's hands upon the person that receiveth the said 
gift or grace. And to the intent the Church of Christ 
should never be destitute of such ministers as should have 
and execute the said power of the Keys, it was also ordained 
and commanded by the Apostles, that the same Sacrament 
should be applied and administered by the Bishop, from time 
to time, unto such other persons as had the qualities necessa- 
rily required thereunto ; which said qualities the Apostles 
did also very diligently describe, as it appeareth evidently 
in the third chapter of the first Epistle to Timothy, and 
the first chapter of his Epistle to Titus." 

These were the Archbishop's sentiments in 1537, 
that Cranmer had moreover completely relinquished 
the loose opinions imputed to him on the subject 
of Church government some years before the new 
Ordinal was framed, may be learnt from his re- 
corded sentiments on the same topic, as given 
in the Erudition of a Christian Man^ published 
in 1543, and from his Catechism^^ published in 

'0 Dr. Lingard says : " It is remarkable that in this CaiecMm. 
the Archbishop leans more than usual to the antient doctrines ; 
and attributes the origin of ecclesiastical jurisdiction to Christ in 
a manner which seems to do away his former opinion on the same 
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1648. In the former of these he tells us, that 
" Order is a gifi or grace of ministration in Chrisfs 
Church, given of God to Christian men hy the con- 
secration and imposition of the Bishop's hands upon 
them ; and this was conferred and given hy the Apos- 
tlesy as it appeareth in the Epistle of St. Paul to 
Timothy, whom he had ordained and consecrated 
Priest, when he saith thus : ' I do exhort thee that 
*thou do stir up the grace of God, the which is given 
Hhee by the imposition of my hands.' And in 
another place he doth monish the same Timothy^ 
and put him in remembrance of the room and 
ministry that he was called unto, in these words : 

* Do not neglect the grace which thou hast in thee, 
*and the which is given thee through prophecy 

* and with imposition of hands, by the authority of 

* Priesthood ;' whereby it appeareth that St. Paul 
did consecrate and order Priests and Bishops hy the 
imposition of his hands. And as the Apostles 
themselves, in the beginning of the Church, did 
order Priests and Bishops, so they appointed and 
willed the other Bishops after them to do the likcj 
as St. Paul manifestly showeth in his Epistle to 
Titus, saying thus: *For this cause left I thee 

* in Crete, that thou shouldest ordain Elders in every 

* city according as I have appointed thee.' And to 
Timothy he saith, * See that thou be not hasty to 

subject." — Eistort/ of England^ vol. iv. p. 395. See also some in- 
teresting remarks on tliis head in Jenkins* Preface to the Reimim 
of Archhiihop Granmer, p. 34. 
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*put thy hands upon any man."' Collier^ tells us 
that Cranmer subscribed the Erudition^ coun- 
tenanced it in his diocese^ and checked Joseph, a 
clergyman, who took the liberty to preach against it. 

Again, in the Catechism which was published in 
Cranmer's own name, we read that " the ministration 
of God's wordy which our Lord Jestis Christ did first 
institzUey was derived from the Apostles unto others 
after them^ by imposition of hands, and giving the 
Holy Ghostyfrom the Apostles' time to ov/r own days; 
and this was the consecration, and orders, and unc- 
Hon of the Apostles, whereby they, at the beginning, 
made Bishops and Priests ; and this shall continue in 
the Chwrch unto the woi^Ws end,^ &c. ; from which it 
is clear, as Dr. Hickes* remarks, that Cranmer 
derived the orders and mission of Bishops and 
Priests from Christ to the Apostles, and from them 
to others, and from them successively to others, unto 
the worlds end.'*' 

Again, the Archbishop says. 

Teachers, imless they be called and sent, cannot fruit- 
fully teach ; for the seed of God's Word doth never bring 
forth fruit unless the Lord of the harvest doth give the in- 
crease, and, by His Holy Spirit, do work with the sowers. 
But God doth not work with the preacher whom He hath 
not sent ; as St. Paul saith, " How shall they preach if they 
be not sent ? " Wherefore it is requisite that preachers 
should be called and sent of God; and they must preach 



1 Eccl. Hist. voL V. p. 125, edit. 1840. 

2 Preface to the Divine Right of Efntcopacy asserted, p. 40. 
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according to the authority and commission of God granted 
unto them." 

And to the intent that we may know to whom 
this commission is granted, the Archbishop adds : 

" Again, our Lord Jesus Christ Himself hath both ordained 
and appointed ministers and preachers^ to teach us His holy 
Word and to minister His Sacraments ; and also hath ap^ 
pointed them what they shall teach in His name and what they 
shall do unto us. He called and chose His twelve Apostles. 
And, after Chrisfs ascension, the Apostles gave authority to 
other godly and holy men to minister God's Word; chiefly in 
those places where there were Christian men already which 
lacked preachers, and the Apostles themselves could not 
longer abide with them. Wherefore, when they found 
godly men, and meet to preach God's Word, they laid their 
hands upon them and gave them the Holy Ghost, as they 
themselves received of Christ the same Holy Ghost to execute 
their office. And they that were so ordained were indeed, 
and also were called, the Ministers of God, as the Apostles 
themselves were, as St. Paulsaith unto Timothy ; and so the 
ministration of God's Word, which our Lord Jesus Christ did 
first institute, was derived from the Apostles unto other after 
them, by imposition of hands and giving the Holy Ghost, from 
the Apostles' time to our own days : and this was the conse^ 
oration, and orders, and unction of the Apostles, whereby 
they, at the beginning, made Bishops and Priests ; and this 
shall continue in the Church unto the world's end. Where- 
fore, good children, you shall give good reverence and ho- 
nour to the ministers of the Church, and shall not meanly 
or lightly esteem them in the execution of their oflice, but 
you shall take them for God's ministers and the messen- 
gers of our Lord Jesus Christ. For Christ Himself saith in 
the Gospel, " He that heareth you, heareth Me ; and he 
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' that despiseth you, despiseth Me." And whatsoever they 
do to yoUf as when they baptize you, when they give you ah- 
solution^ and distribute to you the body and blood of our Lord 
Jesus Christ, these you shall so esteem as if Christ Himself in 
His own person did speak and minister to you : for Christ 
hath commanded His ministers to do this unto you ; and He 
Himself although you see Him not with your bodily eyes, is 
present with His ministers^ and worketh by the Holy Ghost 
in the administration of the Sacraments.^^ 

But I shall further prove that Cranmer, probably 
before the publication of the Erudition in 1548, 
had repudiated the Erastian views imputed to him, 
by cancelling his replies to the * questions concern- 
ing the sacraments/ which, on presenting them to 
the King, he had declared, though " at present his 
opinions and sentence,'^ he did " nevertheless not 
temerariously define."^ Dr.Dmel^ it appears, ex- 
amined "Bishop Cranmer's MS." (cited in the Ire^ 
nicum) with Stillingfleet himself, and not only dis- 
covered that the date of the MS., as stated in the 
Jrmicumy viz. 1547, was incorrect, but found that 
Cranmer had svhscnbed to the opinions of Dr. Leigh- 
tony — "'jTA. Cantmriensis^ being written with the 
Archbishop's own hand under Leighton's opinion, 
to signify his approbation of it." "Tantus, inquam, 
fuit Cranmeri candor, et tantus amor veritatis, (writes 
Dr. Durely) ut in hanc Leightoni sententianiy propria 

3 " Even at the moment of expressing them^ he seems to have 
had some misgivings respecting their soundness ; and, as he had 
lately adopted, so he very quickly saw reason to forsake them." — 
Jenkins' Remains of Archbishop Cranrrvevy Preface, p. 33. 
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mutatdy concedere non dicbitave7'iL Quod ex eodem 
CI. Stillingfleeti manuscripto libro manifestum est ; 
in quo scilicet videas *Th. Cantuariensis' nomen 
manu propria ad calcem Leightoniance sententicB ap- 
positum, in signum approbationis. Cranmerus itaque 
non modo in Formulae ordinandi Pncfatione, sed in 
eo ipso qui penes est CI. Stillingfleetum manuscripto 
totm noster esV * Dr. Hickes^ referring to this point, 

* The following summary of Cranmer's views, from 1537 to 
1550, on the point we are considering, is from Todd's Life of 
Archbishop GranmeVy vol. i. p. 307. " It will be seen, that in 
Cranmer's paper, as Burnet has stated it, there are some singular 
opinions about the nature of Ecclesiastical Offices ; but they were 
not established as the doctrines of the Church. They were laid 
aside as particular conceits of his own. Indeed, he soon after- 
wards changed his opinions ; for he subscribed the book that was 
formed in consequence of these discussions, (The Necessary Eru- 
dition, published in 1543,) which is directly contrary to the 
opinions delivered in his paper ; as the reformed Ordinal, in the 
time of Edward, is, of which he was one of the compilers (154&). 
On mature consideration he abandoned those dangerous princi- 
ples, which subject the validity of Christ's Church to the caprice 
of every tyrant who may choose to call himself a Christian. He 
had, before the artful questions of his Sovereign were circulated, 
entertained sentiments very different from his present answers. 
I have already briefly noticed them. He was then in perfect 
agreement with the Archbishop of York, eleven other Prelates, 
and several Canonists and Theologians, in declaring, on Henry's 
abolition of the inferior Orders in the Church of Rome, such as 
Subdeacons, Janitors, Lectors, and the like, that in Scripture 
those Orders are not to be found : this being the sole object of 
their declaration in answer to certain Romanists, who represented 
the partial, as a general suppression of ecclesiastical offices. He 
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says* that "Dr. Stillingfleet, afterwards Bishop of 
Worcester, never wrote, or, that I heard, said, any 
thing to contradict Dr. Durel's account of his manu- 
script, all his life long." 

Now what were the opinions of Dr. Ldghton to 
which Granmer subscribed ? To the ninth ques- 
tion, I say, that the Apostles (as I suppose) made 
Bishops by authority given unto them of Christy 
howbeit I think they would and should have re- 
quired the Christian Princes* consent and licence 
thereto if there had been any Christian Kings or 

had also been the principal compiler of the Institution (1537) ; 
his opinions in which, as to the government of the Church, and 
the functions of the Hierarchy, the reverse of those in his present 
answers, are, as I have before said, recovered in the Necessary Eru^ 
dUion. In not proclaiming now (1540) the Apostolical institution 
of Episcopacy, he had been perhaps led by the King to aim at an 
acknowledgment of the Sovereign's right to exercise every office 
in the Church. But in these answers he met with little sup- 
port." — The " pliability" of the Archbishop has been adduced as 
the cause of his apparent inconsistency ; but if we refer to his 
Annotations on the Kin^s Booh, being remarks on Henry's cor- 
rections of the InstUtUion, we shall find that Cranmer was not 
that ''cowardly time-server to a dogmatical tyrant," as some 
writers are apt to imagine. " It will be found, on the contrary, 
that he criticised both the grammar and the theology of his 
master with a caustic freedom, which might have given offence to 
an author of far humbler pretensions than a Sovereign who had 
entered the lists with Luther, and who prided himself on his 
titles of * Defender of the Faith ' and * Supreme Head of the Na- 
tional Church.'" — Jenkins* Remains of Archbishop Cranmer 
Preface, p. 19. 

* Preface to the Divine Right of Episcopacy asserted, p. 43. 
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Princes/' "To the tenth : the Apostles were made of 
Christ Bishops and Priests, both at the first ; and 
after them septuaginta duo disciptdi were made 
Priests." "To the eleventh: I suppose that a Bishop 
hath authority of God, as His minister^ by Scripture 
to make a Priest ; but he ought not to admit any 
man to be Priest, and consecrate him, or appoint him 
to any ministry in the Church, without the Prince's 
licence and consent, in a Christian region. And 
thai any other man hath authority to make a Priest 
by Scripture^ I have not read, nor any ea^ample there* 
ofr " To the twelfth : I suppose that there is a 
consecration required, as by imposition of hands ; for 
so we be taught by the ensample of the Apostles." 

Dr. Durel adds,^ "Didicimus disceptationem, quae 
in eo manuscripto continetur, factam fuisse ante 
exactum annum millesimum quingentesimum quadra- 
gesimum quantum, quo anno diem suum demum obiit 
Edvardus Lee, Eboracensis Archiepiscopus, cujus 
nomen manu propria in eo libro, eodem tempore 
et eadem occasione cum cseteris scriptum legitur/' 
"Which also farther shows the great mistake of 
Bishop Stillingfleet, when he wrote his Irenicum, 
in dating the birth of his manuscript from the 
first settlement of King Edward VI., as a paper 
containing the principles upon which the Refor- 
mation proceeded in 1547, to the great dishonour 
of our Reformers, and the disgrace of our Re- 
formation ; and giving our adversaries of Jiome 



6 JSccksice Anglicance VindictcB, pp. 327-8. 
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great occasion to misrepresent our Church to be 
Erastian in its foundation, as giving the Prince the 
power of the Apostles, and other unconsecrate lay- 
men authority to ordain Bishops and Priests, and to 
excommunicate, and administer the Sacraments, if 
the law of any kingdom alloweth thereunto!^ Thus 
wrote Dr. Hickes^ at the close of the seventeenth 
century. It is also worthy of remark, that in the 
margin of the paper of resolutions, attributed by 
Strype to Bishop Thirlehy^ portions of which I have 
previously quoted, the names of Oranmer and 
others are written, " for what purpose (says Strype) 
I do not know, unless to signify their judgments as 
agreecMe with his." It will be seen from the passages 
quoted, that the judgment of this Bishop, upon some 
of the seventeen questions bearing on the subject 
before us, was in favour of the Apostolical sticcession 
and Episcopal ordination; and to each reply, as given 
above, is added in the margin ^'Abp. Cant." 

I ought perhaps to add, that the same opinions in 
favour of Episcopacy and the necessity of a Divine 
commission transmitted through the medium of 
Ordination, which are found in the Institution of a 
Christian Man^ (1537); the Declaration of the Func- 
tions and Divine Institution of Bishops and Priests 
(1536-8) ; the Necessary Doctrine and Erudition for 
any Christian Man (1543) ; and Cranmer's Catechism 

7 Preface, <tc., p. 44. 

8 How far Cranmer was concerned in drawing up this formu- 
lary will be seen in Jenkins' Preface to Cranmer s Eemains, p. 17. 
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(1548), are distinctly stated in the Reformatio Legum 
JScclesiasticarum, drawn up at the close of 1551, of 
which the principal matter was furnished by the 
Archbishop. In the third, fourth, tenth, and sub- 
sequent chapters we have the offices of Deacon, 
Priest, and Bishop clearly and specifically stated. 
The Deacon was to preach, and administer the Sacra- 
ments, ^^rnodo Episcopi permissimie.^ The chapter on 
the office of Presbyter refers us to the third chapter of 
Timothy and the first of Titus for an elucidation of 
their official character ; and speaks of the flock of 
God committed to them : which commission we learn 
from the Ordination Service, (which was drawn up 
two years before, under the same authority, and 
again printed in 1552, with a few alterations,) was 
imparted by the imposition of the Bishop's hands. 
The chapter on the order and dignity of Bishops^ 
and the subsequent chapters on the obedience due 
to these, are still more explicit. The first speaks 
of the Bishops as holding the chief place among 
the ministers of Christ's Church, and gives them 
authority to govern the inferior orders of the 
Clergy, ^Hnferiores ordines Ckri;' the others allude 
to the Ecclesiastical authority and jurisdiction of the 
Bishops ; and declare that the whole diocese, both 
Clergy and Laity, ''omnia Ghristi membra ejus cures 
commissaj^ were to be under the Bishop, and to be 
governed by his discipline and direction, not only 
on those points which are clearly specified in the 
Word of God, but on such as appertain to the main- 

H 2 
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tenance of Church discipline, and the carrying out 
the requirements of the Ecclesiastical laws. A 
subsequent chapter speaks of the Bishop as con- 
ferring the sacred orders, ''sacros ordines conferat;" 
and alludes to the imposition of the Bishop's hands 
as the mode of conferring these orders, **nemini 
temere manus imponatV'^ I should likewise state 
that Cranmer, Goodrich, Ridley, Cox, Taylor, and 
May, six of the compilers of the Liturgy, to- 
gether with three others, formed a sub-committee 
to prepare the above code. 

I think then that my readers— and even Mr. North- 
cote's readers — will acknowledge that the inference 
intended to be drawn by Mr. N. from the opinions 
expressed in 1540 by "certain Bishops and Divines," 
viz. that the compilers of the new Ordinal did not 
believe in the doctrine of the Apostolical Succession 
or the necessity of Episcopal Ordination, and that 
in fact "Episcopacy was retained only for form's 
sake, or at least with a different design from that 
hitherto entertained by the Church, and rather as 
a Civil than an Ecclesiastical dignity," militates 
against historical testimony, and is utterly without 
foundation; and I may be allowed to express a hope 
that the Four-fold Difficulties of Anglicanism, in 
which such palpable misstatements occur, will not 
be read without due caution and inquiry. 

9 The reader will pardon me for referring him to my second 
Ordination Sermon (p. 102) for further extracts in the original, 
from the Refomuxtio Legum JScclesiasticarum. 



WAS RETAINED BY US FOR FORM. 



101 



Mr. Northcote proceeds to urge that, " it is no 
suflScient apology for the defective form of conse- 
cration to say that it contains as much as was ex- 
pressed in the most ancient rituals. ... To reject 
an article that has been once defined, is a very 
different thing from not having consciously held 
that article before such definition. So in like 
manner to abolish alP° the usual rites in the 



1® Mr. Northcote will pardon me for observing, that, from a 
somewhat careless mode of writing, it is not very easy to ascer- 
tain whether, in his remarks on the Ordinal of Edward the Sixth, 
he refers to that of 1549 or that of 1552. Mr. N. says, that 
sia: Bishops had been consecrated according to the first Protes- 
tant Ritual during the reign of Edward,'* alluding, of course, to 
the Ordinal of 1549 ; and yet he immediately adds, that " Queen 
Elizabeth restored her brother's Ordinal ; " whereas the Ordinal 
restored in her reign was, in fact, not that by which these (sup- 
posed six) Bishops had been consecrated, but the Ordinal of 1552. 
The truth, however, is, that during Edward's reign four Bishops 
only were consecrated by the Ordinal of 1549, and two by that of 
1552. In like manner, Mr. N. speaks of the framers of the Ordinal 
having "abolished all the usual rites in the consecration of 
Bishops," &c. If Mr. N. will refer to the Ordinal of 1549, he will 
see that some rites, which were abolished in 1552, were at first 
retained, in accordance with the Roman Pontifical, such as the two 
consecrating Bishops having their pastoral staves in their hands ; 
the elected Bishop having upon him a surplice and cope; the 
Archbishop putting into the Bishop^ s hand the pastoral staff ; the 
Archbishop laying the Bible upon the Bishop's neck; the appeal to 
the Saints and JEvangelists at the end of the oath of supremacy, 
and the ceremony of delivering the chalice vrith bread at ilie con- 
secration of a Priest, &c. It would almost appear, either that Mr. 
Northcote is not aware that two distinct Ordinals had been drawn 
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consecration of Bishops, substituting for them 
a form of words not even irreconcileable with 
Presbyterianism, gives some ground to suspect that 
Episcopacy was retained only for form's sake." 
What has been already advanced will in a great 
measure fiimish a reply to the above objection. The 
following passages from Mason, Bramhall, and 
Burnet, will however render the refutation more 
complete. 

"In the consecration of Bishops we have many things in 
common with you (the Romanist). For fjirst^^ ye have an 
examination concerning the faith and other things. Se- 
condly, two Bishops at the fewest are wont to assist the 
Consecrator. Thirdly, the Epistle is read out of the third 
chapter of the former Epistle to Timothy. Fourthly, 
prayers are put up for the elected Bishop. Fifthly, while 
the hands are laid on, these words are pronounced, Re- 
ceive the Holy Ghost.'* Sixthly, the Bible is delivered to 
the consecrated Bishop. All these things are approved in 
general by the practice of our Church : and yet there are 
many things wherein we diflFer ; some of which indeed are 
of small importance, such as these. First, with you, only 
the elder of the assistants presents the elected; with us, 
two. Secondly, with you, not only the Consecrator alone 
pronounceth these words, " Receive the Holy Ghost,** but 
the assistants also, though they do it with a lower voice ; 
but with us the Consecrator alone, and that according to 
the authority of the Council of Carthage. Thirdly, your 



up in Edward's reign, or that he is ignorant of the alterations 
which were made in that of 1552. 

^ Pontificale Romanum, De Consecratione Electi in Episcopum. 
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Bishops lay the Bible upon the head of the elected, accord- 
ing to the direction of the same Council ; but ours deliver 
it into his hand. But, besides these lesser matters, there 
are others of greater consequence, wherein tliougli there 
seems to be a kind of agreement in generals, yet there is a 
vast diflTerence between us as to particulars. Yov^ first, on 
both sides is required the command of superior authority, 
without which none can be consecrated ; but you require 
the Pope's, and we the King's. Both sides use to take an 
oath ; but ye take it in favour of the Pope, and we in de- 
fence of the Kij}g, Both sides use an examination ; and 
here ye profess to follow the Council of Carthage, but ye 
intermix therewith the Decretal Epistles and the Obedience 
to the Pope, of which that Council takes not the least 
notice. Lastly, to come to habits. Your elected Bishops 
are dressed up with an Amice, an Albe, a Girdle, a Stole, 
Pluvial, and Sandals : and then they receive the Cross upon 
the breast, and the Stole is so fitted as to hang doivn from 
their shoulder; and after that the Tunicle, the Surplice, 
and the Chasible. Afterwards the Consecrator anointeth 
their heads and the palms of their hands : besides which he 
blesseth the Staff, and delivereth it to the Consecrated ; and 
so likewise the Ring, with the Jewels, the Mitre, and 
Gloves, We, indeed, are no admirers of such a fine show 
of ceremonies ; and yet our Bishops have their sacred vest- 
ments, but those as modest and as decent as may be. So 
that though in our consecrations we see not the Crosses, 
the Oil, the Mitres, the Gloves, the Sandals, the Rings, or 
the Staffs ; yet we have godly Sermons, Exhortations, Ex- 
aminations, Admonitions, Prayers, Laying on of hands, and 
Blessings: that is, we have everything that is necessary; 
but your additional, which contribute more to pomp 
than true piety, we neither have, nor desire to have." — 
Mason's VindicuB EcclesicB AngUcance, page 203. 
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With reference to Mason^s opinion on this point, 
Bramhall remarks — 

" If Mr. Mason did commend the wisdom of the English 
Church for paring away superfluous ceremonies in Ordina- 
tion, he did well. Ceremonies are advancements of order, 
decency, modesty, and gravity in the service of God, ex- 
pressions of those heavenly desires and dispositions which 
we ought to bring along vnth us to God's house, adjuments 
of attention and devotion, furtherances of edification, 
visible instructors, helps of memory, exercises of faith, the 
shell that preserves the kernel of religion from contempt, 
the leaves that defend the blossoms and the fruit ; but if 
they grow over-thick and rank, they hinder the fruit from 
coming to matm-ity, and then the gardener plucks them off. 
There is great difference between the hearty expressions 
of a faithful friend, and the mimical gestures of a fawning 
flatterer; between the unaffected comeliness of a grave 
matron, and the fantastical paintings, and patchings, and 
powderings of a garish courtesan. When ceremonies be- 
come burdensome by excessive superfluity, or unlawful ce- 
remonies are obtruded, or the substance of Divine worship 
is placed in circimistances, or the service of God is more 
respected for human ornaments than for the Divine ordi- 
nance, it is high time to pare away excesses, and reduce 
things to the ancient mean. These Fathers are quite out 
where they make it lawful at some times to add, but never 
to pare away : yet toe have pared away nothing which 
is either prescribed or practised by the true Catholic Church. 
# If our ancestors have pared away any such things out of any 
mistake, (which we do not believe,) let it be made appear 
evidently to us, and we are more ready to welcome it again 
at the fore-door, than our ancestors were to cast it out at 
the back-door. * Errare possumus, hceretici esse nolumus.* " 
— Consecration of Protestant Bishops Vindicated, page 488. 
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On the same subject Bishop Burnet thus writes— 

" As for the forms of Ordination, they found that the 
Scripture mentioned only the imposition of hands and 
prayer. In the ApostoHcal Constitutions, in the fourth 
Council of Carthagey and in the pretended works of Denis 
the Areopagite, there was no more used. Therefore all 
those additions of anointing, and giving them consecrated 
vestments, were later inventions. But, most of all, the 
conceit which from the time of the Council of Florence 
was generally received, that the rites by which a Priest 
was ordained, were the deUvering him the vessels for con- 
secrating the Eucharist, with a power to offer sacrifice to 
God for the dead and the living. This was a vain novelty, 
only set up to support the belief of Tran substantiation ; 
and had no ground in the Scriptures, nor the primitive 
practice. So they agreed on a form of ordaining Deacons, 
Priests, and Bishops, which is the same we yet use, except 
in some few words that have been added since in the Or- 
dination of a Priest or Bishop. For there was then no ex- 
press mention made in the words of ordaining them, that 
it was for the one or the other office. In both it was said, 
" Receive thou the Holy Ghost in the name of the Father 
Sfc. But, that having been since made use of to prove 
both functions the same, it was of late years (1662) altered 
as it is now. Nor were these words, being the same in 
giving both Orders, any ground to infer that the Church 
esteemed them one Order ; the rest of the office showing 
the contrary very plainly. 

" In this Ritual all those superadded rites were cut off ^ 
which the later ages had brought in to dress up these perfor- 
mances with the more pomp ; whereof we have since a more 
perfect account than it was possible for them then to have. 
For in our age, Morinus, a learned Priest of the Oratorian 
Order, has published the most ancient Rituals he could 
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find ; by which it appears how these offices swelled in every 
age by some new addition. About the middle of the sixth 
century, they anointed and blessed the Priest's hands in 
some parts of France; though the Greek Church never 
used anointing: nor was it in the Roman Church two 
ages after that ; for Pope Nicolaus the First (860) plainly 
says it was never used in the Church of Home, In the 
eighth century, the Priest's garments were given with 
a special benediction for the Priest's offering Expiatory 
Sacrifices ; it was no ancienter that that phrase was used 
in Ordinations : and in that same age there was a special 
benediction of the Priest's hands used before they were 
anointed ; and then his head was anointed. This was 
taken partly from the Levitical law, and partly because the 
people believed that their Kings derived the sacredness of 
their persons from their being anointed. So the Priests, hav- 
ing a mind to have their persons secured and exempted from 
all secular power, were willing enough, to use this rite in 
their Ordinations. And in the tenth century, when the 
belief of Transubstantiation was received, the delivering of 
the vessels for the Eucharist, with the power of oflTering 
sacrifices, was brought in, besides a great many other rites. 
So that the Church did never tie itself to one certain form 
of Ordinations; nor did it always make them with the 
same prayers ; for what was accounted anciently the form 
of Ordination, was, in the later ages, but a preparatory 
prayer to it." — History of the Reformation^ part ii. page 136. 

One word I must add from the pages of Collier — 

" The Committee appointed for compiling the Ordination 
Book, struck off* the additions of later ages, and governed 
themselves by the forms of the ancient Church. Thus, in 
the Consecration of Bishops, the Gloves and Sandals, the 
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Mitre, Ming, and Crosier were omitted ; neither in the Or- 
daining of Priests was there any anointing or delivering the 
consecrated plate.^ 

**That the office was not maimed by leaving out these ce- 
remonies I shall prove from the forms of Ordination in the 
primitive Church, and the concessions of the famous Mori- 

I must refer the reader once more to Collier 
(vol. V. page 376, edit. 1840) for the proofs which 
he advances in support of his position. The result 
of his examination into the records of antiquity is 
given as follows — 

"Thus we see that the ancient rituals for Ordination 
agree with that drawn up in the reign of King Edward the 
Sixth. There is no anointing the hands and head of the 
Priest and Bishop ; no chalice or paten delivered to the 
second order, nor any ring or crosier to the first. 

"It is true, about the ninth century we find the use of 
these ceremonies ; but then, as the learned Morinus ob- 
serves, these supplemental rites in the forms of Ordina- 
tion were added only upon the score of solemnity. 

" This learned person grants, the Latin Church has all 
along owned the orders of the Greek, after the Schism, as 
the Westerns call it : and yet, as he takes notice, it neither 
is nor was the custom of the Greek Church to deliver the 
chalice and paten to the Priest at their Ordination. He 
observes farther, that prayer and imposition of hands are 
the only essentials in Ordination* He acquaints us that 



2 These remarks of Collier, in their full extent, can apply 
only to the Ordinal of 1552, as will be seen by a reference to 
that of 1549. 
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the ancient Pontificals are charged with fewest ceremonies. 
That Thomas Aquinas^ and other schoolmen, perusing only 
the rituals of latter ages, inferred the usages of antiquity 
from thence, which is a wrong way of arguing. That, 
from this principle, they have been led into mistakes, made 
the delivery of the holy vessels necessary to the convey- 
ance of the sacerdotal character, and embarrassed them- 
selves with inexplicable difficulties in reconciling the al- 
lowance of the Orders of the Greek Church with the cus- 
toms and constitutions of their own." 

Having thus briefly, but I trust satisfactorily, 
examined and disproved Mr. Northcote's assertions 
as to the recorded opinions of the framers of King 
Edward's Ordinal ; and having shown that the alter- 
ation in the Ordination Offices in 1549 did not inva- 
lidate the commission subsequently received through 
that medium; as well as that such alterations 
were justified by primitive usage, and were, in fact, 
rendered requisite for paring away the superfluous 
ceremonies of Ordination," as Bramhall expresses 
himself, I must leave the subject of jurisdiction 
as exercised by the Crown, of which Mr. Northcote 
subsequently treats, to be explained and vindicated 
by the following authorities: Bramhall's Schism 
guarded^ ch. 4 — 9 ; Hooker's Eccl. Pol.y book viii ; 
Mason's Vindicice, b. iv. p. 365; Gibson's Pre- 
servative against Popery^ vol. i. pages 256-61 ; 
Burnet's Vindication of English Ordination^ pages 
83-106 ; Courayer's Defence of the Dissertation, 
vol. ii. b. V ; Nichols' Repli/ to Objections against 



JURISDICTION OF THE CROWN. 109 



the lawfulness of Bishops^ in the Supplement to his 
Comment on the Common Prayer, page 44 ; Ham- 
mond's Answer to Schism disarmed; Bowden on 
Episcopacy, vol. ii. page 14 ; Gibson's Codeof, page 
1-98 ; Wheatly m the Common Prayer, page 28 ; 
Twisden's Historical Vindication of the Church of 
England, chapter v ; and Palmer's Origines Litur- 
giccB, vol. i. pages 257-78 : to all of which I would 
direct the reader's careful attention. A word or two, 
however, I must add from Courayer and Burnet. 
First, with regard to the authority upon which the 
compilers acted. 

" Since England (writes Courayer), by substituting Ed- 
ward's Ritual instead of the Roman Pontifical, did but re- 
turn to the simplicity of the ancient rite retained to this day 
in the Greek Church, inserting only some new prayers, it 
is pretty needless to examine by what authority this change 
was brought about in the Church of England. By return- 
ing to the simplicity of the ancient rite, the new Ordinal 
derives its authority from the rite which the composers 
proposed for their model, and thereby restored ; and, though 
this restoration were ordered by the Prince, it would be 
nevertheless looked upon as an Ecclesiastical rite. The 
Roman Missal was received in France by the authority of 
Charlemagne only, and in Spain by that of Alphonso ; and 
yet did any one ever undertake to maintain upon that pre- 
tence, that, this acceptation being the effect of a lay autho- 
rity only, that form of liturgy could not be used to conse- 
crate the Elements in the Eucharist ? Such sort of objec- 
tions were not then come into anybody's head. They 
knew that spiritual functions were reserved to the ministers 
of the Church, as well as we do now. But in many cases 
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the Prince took upon him the direction of the external po- 
lity of the Church, and the reformation of Ecclesiastical 
books and rites was the object of their care ; whilst their 
concerning themselves in such things, or the orders they 
gave about them, were judged no encroachment on the ju- 
risdiction of Bishops. 

"Father Le Quien, therefore, and Mr. Fennell are 
very much out in pretending to urge such an objection 
against the validity of Edward's rite, by saying that it was 
authorized only by a lay power ; and that, seeing this 
power could not of itself give any authority to the new 
rite which it introduced, Ordinations conferred in conse- 
quence of it could not be looked upon as really such. But, 
excepting the permission granted the Clergy to revise all 
Ecclesiastical books, and the order obtained from the Par- 
liament' giving the force of a law to what had been ap- 
pointed by the Clergy, — a thing practised in the most Ca- 
tholic countries, — the lay authority had never perhaps less 
to do with any revolution than with this." — Defence of the 
Dissertation^ vol. ii. page 283. 

Again Bishop Burnet writes, — 

" Those who compiled the Liturgy and Ordinal had no 
other authority from the Parliament than holy and Christ- 
ian Princes did before give in the like cases. It is a com- 
mon-place, and has been handled by many writers, how far 
the civil magistrate may make laws and give commands 
about sacred things. 'Tis known what orders David and 
Solomon, Jehosaphaty Hezekiah, and Josiah, gave in such 
cases. They divided the Priests into several courses ; gave 
rules for their attendance; turned out a High Priest , and put 



' See Wheatly on the Gomrrum Prayer, Appendix to Introdtic- 
tion, p. 28. 
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another in his stead ; sent the Priests over the cities to teach 
the people ; gathered the Priests, and commanded them to 
sanctify themselves and the House of the Lord, and offer 
sacrifices on the altar. And gave orders about the forms of 
their worship, that they should praise God in the words of 
David and Asaph : and gave orders about the time of observ- 
ing the Passover, that in a case of necessity it might be 
observed on the second month ; though by their law it 
was to be kept the first month. And for the Christian 
Emperors, let the Code, or the Novels, or the Capitulars of 
Charles the Great be read, and in them many laws will be 
found about the qualifications, elections, and consecrations 
of Churchmen, made by the best of all the Roman Empe- 
rors, such as Constantine, Theodosius, &c. They called 
Councils to judge of the greatest points of faith, which met 
and sate on their writ ; whose determinations they confirm- 
ed, and added the civil sanction to them. And even Pope 
Leo, though a higher-spirited Pope than any of his prede- 
cessors were; did intreat the Emperor Martian to annul 
the second Council of Epliestis, and to give order that the 
ancient decrees of the Council of Nice should remain in 
force. Now it were a great scandal on those Councils to 
say that they had no authority for what they did, but what 
they derived from the civil powers; so it is no less unjust 
to say, because the Parliament empowered some persons to 
draw forms for the more pure administration of the Sacra- 
ments, and enacted that these only should be lawfully ex- 
ercised in this realm, which is the civil sanction, that 
therefore these persons had no other authority for what 
they did. Let those men declare upon their consciences 
if there be any thing they desire more earnestly than such 
an act for authorizing their oum forms ; and would they 
make any scruple to accept of it if they might have it ? 
Was it ever heard of that the civil sanction, which only 
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makes any constitution to have the force of a law, gives it 
another authority than a civil one ? and such authority the 
Church of Rome thinks fit to accept of in all states and 
kingdoms of that religion. (See the opinions of Gardiner, 
Bonner y and Tonstal on the Pope's Supremacy, in FoXy vol. 
v. pages 75, 98 ; edit. 1838.) 

**Again, the Prelates and other Divines that compiled our 
forms of Ordination, did it by virtue of the authority they 
had from Christ as Pastors of His Church, which did em- 
power them to teach the people the pure Word of God, 
and to administer the Sacraments, and perform all other 
holy functions according to the Scripture, the practice of 
the primitive Church, and the rules of expediency and rea- 
son ; and this they ought to have done, though the civil 
powers had opposed it ; in which case their duty had been 
to have submitted to whatever severities or persecutions 
they might have been put to for the name of Christ, and 
the truth of His Gospel. But, on the other hand, when it 
pleased God to turn the hearts of those that flad the chief 
power to set forward this good work, then they did (as 
they ought) with all thankfulness acknowledge so great a 
blessing, and accept and improve the authority of the civil 
powers for adding the sanction of a law to the Reformation, 
in all the parts and branches of it. So by the authority 
they derived from Christ, and the warrant they had fr(m 
Scripture and the primitive Church, these Prelates and Di- 
vines made those alterations and changes in the Ordinal; and 
the King and the Parliament, who are vested with the su- 
preme legislative power, added their authority to make them 
obligatory on the subjects. Which is all that is imported 
by the word lawful*' in the Act of Parliament ; the ordi- 
nary use whereof among lawyers is a thing according to 
lawr 
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Again, with regard to the nomination of Bishops 
by the Crown, Burnet says, — 

" Consecrations upon the King's nomination must either 
be good and valid, or all the Consecrations of the* first ages 
of the Church shall likewise be annulled ; since he has now 
as good a right to name the persons that are to be consecrated 
as the people then had. It is true, the tumults and other 
disorders in those elelitions brought great scandal on the 
Church, and so they were taken away and Synodical elec- 
tions were set up ; but as the former Ordinations were 
good before these were set up, so it cannot be said that 
these are indispensably necessary, otherwise there are no 
good Ordinations at this day in the Church of Ronie ; these 
being all now put down, the Pope having among his other 
usurpations taken that into his own hands. 

" It is also known how much Christian Princes, Emperors, 
and Kings, in all ages and places, have meddled in the elec- 
tion of Bishops. I need not tell how a Synod desired Va- 
lentinian to choose a Bishop at Milan when SU Ambrose 
was chosen ; nor how Theodosius chose Nectarius to be Pa- 
triarch of Constantinople y even when the second General 
Council was sitting ; nor need I tell the law Jmtinian 
made, that there should be three presented to the Emperor 
in the elections of the Patriarch, and he should choose one 
of them. These things are generally known, and I need 
not insist on them. It is true, as there followed great con- 
fusions in the Greek Empire till it was quite overrun and 
destroyed, so there was scarce any one thing in which 
there was more doing and undoing than in the election of 
the Patriarchs; the Emperors often did it by their own au- 
thority ; Synodical elections were also often set up. At 
length the Emperors brought it to that, that they deliver- 
ed the Pastoral Staff to the Bishop, by which he was in- 

I 
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vested in his Patriarchate ; but it was never pretended, 
neither by the Latin Church nor by the contrary factions 
in the Greek Church, that Orders so given were null. 
And yet the Emperor's giving the Investiture with his own 
hand is a far greater thing than our King's granting a 
mandate for consecrating and investing them. For proof 
of this about the Greek Church, I refer it to Hahert^^ who 
has given a full deduction of the elections in that Church, 
from the days of the Apostles to the last age. 

" For the Latin Church, the matter has been so oft exam- 
ined that it is to no purpose to spend much time about it. 
It is known and confessed by Platinaf that the Emperor's 
authority intervened when the Popes were created. And 
Onuphrius^ teUs us that, by a decree of Fiffilius, (a. d. 
540) the custom had got in, that the elected Pope should 
not be consecrated till the Emperor had confirmed it, and 
had by his letters-patent given the elect Pope leave to be 
ordained ; and that licence was either granted by the Em- 
perors themselves or by their lieutenants (or Exarchs) at 
Ravenna : and one-and-twenty Popes were thus conse- 
crated ; Pelagius the Second only excepted, who, being 
chosen during the siege of Rome, did not stay for it, but he 
sent Gregory (afterwards Pope) to excuse it to the Empe- 
ror, who was offended with it. It continued thus till the 
days of Constaniine, called Pogonattis, who first remitted it 
to Benedict the Second ; and the truth of it was, the power 
of the Greek Emperors was then fallen so low in Italy that 
no wonder he parted with it. But so soon as the Empire 
was again set up in the West by Charles the Great, Pope 
Adrian with a Synod gave him the power of creating the 
Pope (as is set down in the very canon-law itself,) and of 



4 Tit. 17. Bit. Elec, Pair. « In Vila Silverii. 

• In PM, in Pelag. 
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investing all other Archbishops and Bishops; and an ana- 
thema was pronounced against any that should consecrate a 
Bishop that was not named and invested by him. This is 
likewise told by Platina out of Anastasius. 

" It is true, though some Popes were thus chosen, yet the 
weakness of Charles the Great's son, and the divisions of 
his children, with the degeneracy of that whole race, served 
the ends of the growing power of the Papacy. Yet Lewis 
laid it down, not as an usurpation, but as a right of which 
he divested himself: but his son Lothaire re-assumed it, 
and did confirm divers Popes ; and Anastasius tells us that 
they durst not consecrate the Pope without the Imperial 
authority ; and the thing was still kept up, at least in a 
shadow, till Hadrian the Third, who appointed that the 
Emperor's concurrence or licence should not be thought 
necessary in the creating of a Pope. And from Hadrian 
the First, who died anno 795, till Hadrian the Third, there 
were eighty-nine years ; and from Vigilius' days, who died 
anno 555, there were three hundred and thirty years (viz. 
from 555 to 885). So long were the Popes made upon the 
Emperors' mandates. Nor did the Emperors part easily 
with this right ; but after that, the Othos and the Henrys 
kept up their pretension, and came oft to RomCy and made 
many Popes : and though most of the Popes so made were 
generally reckoned Anti-Popes and Schismaticks, yet some 
of them, as Clement the Second, are put in the catalogues 
of the Popes by Baronius and Binnius^ and by the late 
publishers of the Councils, Labbee and Cossartius. There 
was, indeed, great opposition made to this at Rome. But 
let even their own historians be appealed to, what a series of 
monsters, and not men, those Popes were. How infamously 
they were elected, often by the whores of Rome, and how 
flagitious they were, we refer it to Baronius himself, who 
could not deny this, for all his partiality, in his great work. 
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But, in the end, Pope Gregory the Seventh (a.d. 1080) got 
the better of the Emperors in this particular. 

" And now let the ingenuity of those men be considered, 
who endeavour to invalidate our Orders, and call our 
Priests and Bishops Parliamentary Priests and Bishops 
because they are made upon the King^s mandate, according 
to the Act of Parliament : when it is clear, that, for near 
five hundred years together, their own Popes were conse- 
crated for the most part upon the Emperor's mandate; and 
it is certain the Kings of England have as much power to 
do the same here, as the Emperors had to do it at Rome. 

" The Emperors were wont also to grant the Investitures 
into all the Bishopricks by giving the Ring and the Staff, 
which were the ceremonies of the Investiture; and so they 
both named and invested all the Bishops and Abbots. 
This, Pope Gregory the Seventh thought was no more to 
be suffered than their creating the Popes ; both being done 
by the same authority. Therefore he resolved to wring 
them out of the Emperor's hands, and take them into his 
own : and it was no wonder he had a great mind to bring 
this about ; for the Bishopricks and Abbeys were then so 
richly endowed that it was the conquest of almost the third 
part of the Empire, to draw the giving of them into his own 
hands. Therefore he first disgraced these Laical Investi- 
tures by an ill name to make them soimd odiously, and 
called all so ordained " Simoniacks /" as he also called the 
married clergy " Nicolaitans.'* Now, every body knows 
how much any thing suffers by a scurvy nickname raised 
on it. But he went more roundly to work, - and deposed 
the Emperor, and absolved his subjects from their obe- 
dience. What bloody wars and unnatural rebellions of 
the children against the father followed by the Pope's in- 
stigation, is well enough known. In the end, his son that 
succeeded him was forced to yield up the matter to the 
Pope. 
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" In Spain it appears, both from the twelfth and sixteenth 
Councils of Toledo^ that the Kings there did choose the 
Bishops, which Barontus does freely confess. 

" And Gregory of Tours^ through his whole history, gives 
so many instances of the Kings of France, of the Merovi- 
nian race, choosing and naming the Bishops, that it cannot 
be questioned : all the writers of the Gallicane Church do 
also assert that their Kings gave the Investitures from the 
days of Charles the Great. But the Popes were still 
making inroads upon their authority, for securing which 
Charles the Seventh caused the Pragmatic Sanction to be 
made. It is true, afterwards Pope Leo the Tenth got 
Francis the First to set up the Concordate in its place ; 
against which the Assembly of the Clergy at Paris did com- 
plain, and appealed to a General Council, and yet by the 
Concordate the King retains still the power of naming the 
Bishops. 

" In England^ there are some instances of the Sa>xon 
Kings choosing Bishops; and though so little remains of the 
Records or Histories of that time, that it is no wonder if 
we meet with but few, yet it is clear that King William the 
Conqueror and both his sons did give the Investitures to 
the Bishops ; and though, upon a contest between King 
Henry the First and Anselm about them, the King did 
yield them to him, yet upon AnsehrCs death he did re -as- 
sume that power. I need not say more to show what were 
the rights of the Crown in this matter, nor how oft they 
were asserted in Parliament, nor how many laws were made 
against the encroachments and tyrannical exactions of the 
Court of Rome; these are now so commonly known, and 
have been so oft printed of late, that I need add nothing 

See Ranchin's Review of the Council of Trent, lib. v. ch. 10. 

8 Ibid. 
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about them. Only, from all I have said, I suppose it is in- 
disputably clear, that, if Ordinations or Consecrations wpon 
the King's mandate he invalid^ which this paper drives at, 
then all the Ordinations of the Christian Church are also 
annulled^ since for many ages they were all made upon the 
mandates of Emperors and Kings, By all which you may 
see the great weakness of this argument." — Burnet's 
Vindication of the Ordinations of the Church of England^ 
pages 51-99.9 

"To conclude,"' (in the language of Archbishop 
Bramhall^) as an impetuous wind doth not blow 
down those trees which are well radicated, but 
causeth them to spread their roots more firmly in 
the earth, so these concussions of our adversaries 
do confirm us in the undoubted assurance of the 
truths and validity^ and legality of mr Jioly Orders}^ 
We have no more reason to doubt of the truth of 
our Orders, because of the different judgment of a 
handful of our partial countrymen, and some few 
foreign Doctors misinformed by them, than they 
themselves have to doubt of the truth of their 
Orders, who were ordained by Formosus, because 
two Popes, Stephen and Sergim, one after another, 
out of passion and prejudice declared them to be 
void and invalid. 

" But supposing that which we can never grant 

9 See also Ranchin, lib. vii. caps. 5, 6. 

The reader will be repaid by perusing attentively, in the 
Tracts against Popery, Reflections on the historical part of 
" Church Qt)vemment, pt. 5," and Animadversions on the Eight 
Theses in "Church Government, pt. 5." 1687. 
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without betraying both ourselves and the truth, 
that there were some remote probabilities that 
might occasion suspicion in some persons, pre- 
possessed with prejudice, of the legality of our 
Orders ; yet, /or any man^ upon such pretended un- 
certainties^ to leave the communion of that Church 
wherein he was baptized^ which gave him his Chris- 
tian being, and to apostate to them, where he shall 
meet with much greater grounds of fear, both of schism 
and idolatry, were to plunge himself in a certain crime 
for fear of an uncertain danger^ — Consecration of 
Protestant Bishops vindicated, page 488. 



THE END. 



LONDON : 

Printed by S. 9i J. Bbntlbt, Wilson, and Flit, 
Bangor House, Shoe Lane. 



Also, h/ the same Author. 
THE OBJECT, IMPORTANCE, AND ANTIQUITY 

OF 

Price Seven Shillings, 
TWO ORDINATION SERMONS. 

PUBLISHED AT THE BEQUEST OF THE LORD BISHOP OF EXETEB. 

Price Three Shillings, 

BRIEF NOTES ON THE CHURCH OF SCOTLAND. 
Price Four Shillings, 



